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| APOLOGISTS FOR IVPERTADISM 
| (As Seen in the Light «f the Nazi 
| 


HE ways in which the opportun- 
ists render service to the 
bourgeoisie are diverse and numerous. 
One way is to cover up the "strange" 
and "mysterious" features of the so- 
called "Second World Imperialist War." 
These mystcrious features characterize 
@ll phases of the imperialist machina~ 
tions since Chamberlain read his de~ 
Claration of war on Nazi Germany. The 
“inystery" of no aid from the "Allies" 
to Poland while the Nazi butchers were 
Sweeping through Poland, the "mystery" 
of the "Sitzkrieg," which lasted from 


September 1939 to May 1940, tha 
"mystery" of tre opening of the gates 
to the Nazis in France in May 1940 


were either hushed up or oxplained 
away by the capitalist press.And that 

tactic was invariably follewed by the 
Opportunists within the working class, 
A most recent example is the "mystery" 
of the Nazi establishment of the 
"bulge" in Belgium. Let us briefly 
review the event, trace the tactic 

pursued in that case by the imverialist 
newspavers, and then examine the line 
applied by a certain "Marxist" organi- 
zation on the Nazi move into Belgium. 


» = 


Sat 
( )n December 17, 1944 the world 
eee was startled by the news that 
on the previous day the Nazi army had 
launched what was described as a huge 
counter-offensive in Belgium, The new 
of the Nazi advance was particularly 
shocking to the masses gince the "Al~ 
lied" imperialists for a long time had 
assiduously spread stories that the 
Nazi army was on its last legs, that 
the Luftwaffe had been knocked out of 
the skies, that the munitions industry 
in Germany had been badly crippled if 
not cbliterated. 


Re it recalled that in 1940 fol- 
lowing the rapid Nazi occupation of 
Holland, Belgium and France, one of 
the major "explanations" for that amaz- 
ing situation was the alleged over- 
whelming Nazi air superiority. Conver- 
sely, when the "Allies" landed on the 


Advance into Belgium) 


Se ete ee ae tes emt ne en eo ee nme f- 


continent,and effected a rapid advance 
through Hrance, the official cry was 
that the Luftwaffe had virtually dis- 
appeared. It is a patent fact that 
the British and American air forces as 
well as all the material resources of 
these two powers are not only over-- 
whelmingly superior to anything now in 
existence but are also the greatest 
that history has ever seen. Hence, 
when on December 16, 1944 the Nazis 
began an advance into Belgium it was 

simply impossible for the capitalist 

propagandists to pretend that the Na- 
Zis had achieved air superiority or 
even equality with the "Allies." 


Consequently, the very first re- 
ports on the Nazi advance into, Belgium 
played up tne overwhelming Allied" 
air activity. Two days after the Nazi 
move opened up, the following general 
picture of "Allied" aerial activity 
was presented: 


"Outnumbering the German fighters 
as mich as 10 to 1, the Allied 
fighters along the entire front ac- 
counted for at least 113 out of 550 
planes put over the lines by the 
Germans yesterday and the night be- 
fore." (New York Post, December 18, 
1944) 


The Nazi ground forces,especially 
their tanks and armored vehicles, were 
reported as having been violently at- 
tacked by the "Allieq' air force: 


"Ninth Air Force Headquarters in 
Belgium said hundreds of Thunder-— 
bolts and Lightnings pounced on con 
centrations of as many as 300 to 
400 tanks and armored vehicles with 
rociets, bombs and machine guns as 
part of the Allied reaction." (Ibid) 


While the Nazi air force was re- 
ported to be unusually active, the 
first dispatches spoke of this renewed 
activity having been successfully met 
and already on the downgrade: 


"Tre German air foree continued 


its bombing and strafing last night, 
wut its diminished effort indicated 
that possibly the Luftwaffe already 
was spent asa result of prohibi- 
tive losses." (Ibid.) 


The next day, a lead editorial in 
The New York Times presented a similar 
picture of the air situation : 


"Te American Armies have struck 
back in force, and the American and 
British air forces have tnrown 
thousands of planes into the battle, 
outnunbering the Luftwaffe ten to 
one." (December 19, 1944) 


What was forthcoming in this par- 
ticular imperialist game, however, was 
@ rapid Wazi advance into a part of 
Belgium, When the moment came to re- 
port oudlicly the geographical scope 
of this advance, the "Allied" propa- 
gandists were immediately ready with 
their excuses to confuse and befuddle 
the masses. Naturally, the moment 
they began to sive excuses they had to 
contradict themselves and give the lie 
to the orevious stories, We have seen 
in the abvove-cited initial reports a 
picture ef the Nazi air force success-~— 
fully repulsed and powerful attacks 
made on the Nazi ground forces, parti-~ 
cularly on the tank and armored divi- 
sions, All of a sudden, in line with 
the flood of excuses, came an entirely 
different story which declared that 
"Allied" bombing of the Nazi forces 
had been prevented by fog. In the re- 
port covering the first week of the Na- 
zi advence, The New York Times editors 
declared: 


"For seven straight days the Ger- 
mans hadi the protection of dense 
fog covering the whole area, Their 
tanks and motorized infantry had 
raised havoc within the battle area 
and the Allies had not been able to 
use their great air superiority for 


reconnaissance and attack." ( Dec= 
ember 24, 1944) 
The new story about "General 


Weather" became one of the main excus-— 
es to explain away the rapid Nazi ad- 
vance: 


"General Weather, with one sweep 
of his foggy, dripoing hand, mlli-~ 


ra 


fied an air superiority that had 
been built up at great cost and 
over months of effort." (The New 
York Times, December 26, 1944 


At the same timé that the fog 
story was being used to talk the Anglo- 
American eir—-power out of existence, 
the picture was being presented of the 
Nazi air force suddenly having at the 
start of the move into Belgium unusual 
facility of operation. For example, 
a New York Times report on the Nazi 
advance sooke of "The Luftwaffe, which 
at the opening of the offensive was 
dive-bombing and strafing the American 
ground forces with a freedom it had 
not enjoyed since 1942-43 in Tunisia, 


is being brougnt to battle all along 
the front." (Decenber 24, 1944. Our 
emphasis) 

The alibi presented by the im- 


perialists is not only self~contradi¢c-— 
tory but ludicrout.. It fs obvious 
that if there was a fog for the "Al- 
lies," there was also a fog for the 
Nazis. Yet somehow, if we believe the 
reports, this very peculiar fog showed 
avery mysterious partiality, acting 


against only the "Allied" air force. 
It is interesting in this connection 
to note the sareastic remark made by 


General March, a former Chier of Staff 
of the U. S. Army: 


"General March would not accept 
the theory that the weather inter- 
fered especially in Allied opera-— 
tions. 

"'T never saw it snow on one side 
and not on the other,’ he said. " 
(The New York Times, December 28, 
1944) 


CCORDING to an editorial in The 
ae New York Times of December 22, 
1944, "the present German drive is be-— 
ing conducted by some 200,000 men, 
comprising five to six armored divi- 
sions, and eight to nine mixed infan- 
try divisions." The assembling of 
such a big attacking force took place 
over a period of wees, and, as ig 
seen from the capitalist press, was 
made fully known to the "Allied" Com- 
mand through its air reconnaissance: 


— 


"An offensive as big as that 
launched by Marshal von Rundstedt 
Cannot be mounted in a few days. It 


takes weeks. During the veriod 
wnen central reserves were being 
moved up from the Reich, while 


heavy guns and armor were being 
transverted, and Luftwaffe units 
mobilized within fighter distance 
OroeCio. {Tonto tiie. tis activity 
must have been noticed by U.S. and 
British aerial reconnaissance. It 
was, they tell us. Our flying ob- 
servers duly reported that there 
was -lenty going on back of German 
advanced echelons," (PM, December 
ee, 1944, Original emphasis) 


Conzarmation (of, this’ report.is 
given in The New York Times of Decem- 
ber 19, 1944 which shows that the Nazi 
preparations had been noted two weeks 
in advance: "On the other hand, the 
German movement into the area where 
the counter-cffensive is now taking 
place hadi been observed in the past 
two weeks," 


It was snown in the capitalist 
press that the idea of a Kazi forward 
move was clearly in the mind of the 
tAllied" command and they even indi- 
cated explicitly its locale: 


"Three weeks ago the commanding 
Oificers of the U.S. lst Army, now 
bearing the trunt of the Nazi of- 
fensive, told CBS correspondent Wil- 
liam S. Shirer that they were fully 
aware of the possibility of e Ger- 
man attack and guessed correctly 
where it might come." (Pu, Lecem- 
ber 22, 1944. Original emphasis) 

The correspondent, William: .o-6 

Shirer, stated that the area of the 
Nazi “breakthroug:" of December 16 was 
Clearly delineated on maps snown to 
him ty the First Army leaders at the 
time he spoke to them, about two weeks 
hetore, tha "Attack?" 


"At the time I spoke to these lst 
Army men, they pulled out maps to 
show where the Germans might strike 
— and where they eventually did 
strike." (Ibid.) 


In former situations on the "‘Yest-— 


ern Front," the alibi of "surprise! 
was given in an attempt to explain 
away the lack of real opposition, TH 
ULLETIN has exposed this fraud and 
snown that both the Nazi anc Allied 
leaders had com»nlete advance knowledge 
of each other intended military move- 
ments. 


In the present situation, too, 
the often used fable of "surprise" nas 
heen pulled out again to exslain away 
the ease with which the Nazi armies ad- 
vanced into Belgium: 


"The initial successes of the ene- 
my in this battle, whica may stop 
or considerably delay the Allied 
winter offensive and may lengthen 
the war, have been directly the pro- 
duct of surprise." (The New York 
Times, December 20, 1944). 


Thus,in the face of advance ‘snow- 
ledge by the "Allied" leaders of the 
existence of a lerge concentration of 
Nazi forces facing the American First 
Army, of the exact area where the iJazi 
drive was to begin, the fraudulent ex- 
cuse of "surprise" is offered by the 
hirelings of the bourgeois vresse 


ss * % 
re 
- ROM the camp of certain self- 
oe styled Marxists the usual 
echoes of the faery of the inoerial- 
ists were promptly forthcoming in con~ 
nection witn the December 16th Nazi 
advance into Belgium. We may take as 
an example the "exolanations" offered 
by Shachtman's Workers Farty. In the 
face of the revorted "Allied" know- 
ledge two wees in advance of the in- 
tended Nazi movement, the Snacutman- 
ites put out the explanation of— 
surprise! 


nTne complete surprise and »>ril-- 
liant gains won by the German army 
stand as a sharp criticism of tne 
Allied military leaders, who were 
ceugnt flat-footed by the cftensiv. 
(Labor Action, January_1,1945. p.5) 


Even in the bourgeois press. as 
we have sown, the news filtered 
through that well in advance of Devon. 
ber 16 the “Allied connand had the 


idea of a forthéoming Nazi forward a pretense of war "against" Nazi Ger- 
move and even indicated on maps its many. 
specific locale. Shachtman, however, 
ignores this. Shachtman's paper ved~ No sooner had Chamberlain read 
dles the excuse so convenient for the his paper deslaration of war than Gis 
imoerialists that the "Allied" comnand the opportunists within the worl.ng 
“totally misinterpreted" the fortncom- class in chorus suvnorted the illusion. 
ing Nazi moves: The Comintern gang, pretending tiv 
Stalin's "wise foreign policy" hat 
WSignivicantlypotheré? had been turned the Nazi spearhead to the Yest, 
revorts of German 'reserves' pour- announced that a new imperialist war 
ivee datos theshtronte SPhesde move— had broxzen out. Once the Stalinists 
ments had been seen, But tney were launched this fakery they had to con- 
totally misinterpreted. Tne Allied tinue with: it even after the Soviet 
high command assumed thet these Ger- Union was attacked. The pernicious 
man troops “marching to the front fraud of a real war amongst the im- 
were replacements." (Ibvid.) perialists which completely distorted 
and concealed the truth of the situa.-- 
Obviously the Shachtmanites!' em tion, was immediately echoed directly 
planations are just word-for-word repe- and indirectly by the Shachtmans and 
tition of the fakery soread by the im- all the other "Bolsheviks." 
perialist *eid used<to tcover sip their 
machinations. In spreading the alibis The unfolding "war" was the very 
of "surprise" and Allied "miflinterpre- opposite from 1914, There was not 
tation" of Nazi movements to account even a show of fighting, +hat phase, 
for the ilazi advance in Belgium the lasting almost eight months, was ridi- 
Shacntmanites act as a trensmission culed even by the capitalist corres-— 
belt for the imoerialists amongst the pondents who labelled it "the phoney 
subjectively anti-imperialist minded war,” “the “sitzkries = “the second 
workers. vore war," But the Stalinist Comin— 
tern and its "revolutionary" "op pon~ 
5s ™ ents," the Trotskyites and half-—Trot— 
siyites, persisted in stressing that 
N the Snacitman orese the line the situation represented a real war 
of exvlanatious for every "mys- amongst the big imperialist powers. 
terious" occurrence in the "Second 
World War" closely follows the pattern All the opportunists and also the 
established. by the cavnitelist press. Canitalist spokesmen were soon reliev-— 
Indeed, tnis metnod is not confined to ed of their uncomfortable position 
the Snachtman tendency alone Put is when the stage of movement superceded 
comnon amen,; all the »seudo~Marxist the "sitzkrieg." But now they were 
parties and sroups, beginning with the confronted with the protlem of exvlain- 
Browder crew and ending wit: the Qeh- ing how it was possible for the Nazi 
ler group (Revolutionary Workers panzer divisions to cross the hundred 
League) « From the very start, when and some miles of sea and descend on 
the Nazi canzer divisions blazed their Norway under tne very nose of the powe 
bloody patn across Poland, while the erful British Navy. It was a trouble— 
British and French imperialists did some moment both for the opvortunists 
not litt e finger agoinst the Nazi for- and the imperialists. One correspond- 
ees, it was obvious that the "war' was ont,, Leland Stowe, spilled the secret 
totally unlike the real war of 1914, that the British had sent a handful of 
The 1939 "war" was in reality the con- young. recruits, without anti-aircraft 
tinuation of the oreviously elaborated guns and minus necessary equinment to 
policy of grooming the Nazis for the "stop" the Nazi army. The Norway af-- 
role of a spearhead in a military as~ fair caused a scandal in Britain and 
sault upon the Soviet Union. Prior to was instrumental in the removal of 
September 1939 this policy was cloaked Chamberlain, But the main secret, that 
with the freud of "anpeasing" Hitler; of the sham war "against" Nazi Cernany, 


in September 1939 it was cloaked with was preserved, and the Browders, Can- 


nons, Shachtmans and Oehlers helped to 
preservo that secret, 


A similar situation, only on an 
infinitely lerger scale than in Norway 
obtained when the "democratic" imperi- 
alists flung open the gates of France 
and brought in the Nazi butchers to 
crush the workers and plant a Fascist 
regine in that country. Echoing the 
wooie gamut of the bourgeois "explain- 
ers" whose basic tone was "France" suf- 
fored a military "debacle," the Shacht- 
mans of all shades sang about the 
"superiority" of the Nazi war machina, 
about the "sell-out" of the French 
generals, about tne"division" within 
the renks of the French imperialists. 
The truth that the Nazis were brought 
in throngh the collaboration of all 
the world imperialist ruling gangs was 
concealed with the smoke~screen of 
these fake explanations. 


Similarly the farcical "defense" 
of Greece and Crete performed by the 
British in 1941, the two-year game in 
the African desert, the "mysterious# 
ways in whicn Rommel transported his 
army and brought supplies across the 
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Peete Boas O,F 1 Ob LAN Dp, 
Horr the Nazis were 
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How the Nazis were 
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"BATTLE OF 
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svept into 


withdrawn 


Mediterranean which was under the com 
plete contrcl of the British Navy, the 
Uma@eterious" Pearl Harbor affuir, the 
amazing "feats" of the Japanese im- 
perialists who in a few days landed 
without opposition on the most vital 
spots in the Far East and who took 
Over Malaya, Burma, "captured" Singa~ 
pore, probably the mightiest fortress 
in the world, the "strange" refusal on 
the part of the British to give per- 
mission to a large Chinese army to at- 
tack the smaller Japanese force — all 
was covered up bj the 2rowders, Can- 
nons and Shachtmans who echoed the cani- 
talist journalists. At times the 
Shachtmans attempted to give a "ilarx— 
ist" color to the "explanations." In 
such cases they would concoct "facts" 
of their own and present them to the 
workers as true historical events (sce 
"Labor Action's Om ‘Facts! On Malaya 


and Burma," THE BULLETIN, September 
1942) 
There can hardly be any doubt 


that the imperialists could never plry 
their terrible game if it were not for 
the political aid given them by the op- 
portunists within the working class. 
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THE SOCIALIST WORKERS PARTY 
and the 
WORKERS FARTY 
in the 
RECENT ELECTIONS 


on rence ene = a SO RIT ET SD A, Peete ely 


I —- A TYFICAL TROTSKYITH POLICY 
Iit READING, Pa. 


N October 28, 1944, The Militant 
informed its readers that the 
Socialist Workers Party (Cannonite ) 
Branch in Reading, Pa. told the work- 
ers to vote for the Socialist Party 
during the recent elections: 


"The Reading Branch of the So- 
Cialist Workers Party in Pennsyl- 
vania is giving critical support to 
the local candidates of the Social- 


ist Party in the November elections! 


Gry) 


As a rationalization for this 
line The ifilitant advanced the follow- 
ing: 


"Weny workers in Reading still 
belicve that the 5.P. represents, 
in some vague sort of way, the idea 
of ‘socialism, ! In going through 
the exnerience of the election with 
the advanced workers of Reading the 
socialist Workers. Party does not 
cease fts irreconcilable criticism 
of the ~olicies and rogram of the 
Se roll a cload, ) 


Tius, a hazy idea on the part of 
the misled. Social Democratic workers 
in Reading that the 5.P."in some vegue 
sort of way" represents Socialism is 
yalmed off by the Cannonite lenders as 
an excuse to counsel sunport to this 
trei.cherous agency of imperiolism, Ac~ 
cording to the logic used by the Can~ 
nonite leaders, the 5,P. should have 
becn supported not only in Reading but 
on — national scale as well. The bom 
lief that the S.P. represents the idea 
of Socicslism is prevalent not only 
amonst its misled followers in Road- 
ing but wherever followers of tho S.P. 
exist, 


The crroneous faith of some worlce 
ers in the "Socialism" of the S.P, is 
beyond doubt a justification for ex- 
posing the S&.P., but only the "loxic!! 


of the Cannonites can distort this 
gituation into grounds for urging sup- 
port to the reactionary “Socialist” 
Otue a iote 


The same sophistry can be used to 
peddle support to the Stalinists for 
there are many workers who beiieve 
that Stalinism represents Socialism, 
As a matter of fact, the argument used 
for supporting the admittedly counver- 
revolutionary orgenization of the 5o- 
cial Democracy was applied by the Can'- 
nonites in the past to explain scpp it 
to other reectionary outfits of wid.'y 
varying natures. For example, wisn 
the Cannonites supported the Stalinist 
stooze,Eugene Connolly, in March i941, 
they employed an identical method of 
argumentation: 


"IT can hear the sectarians shovt 
that Connolly is not really against 
the imperialist war; his program 
is an isolationist and pacifist pro- 
£ram. To that we answer that the 
workers suvporting Connolly THINK 
that he actually will be <= fighter 
ageinst the imperialist war. We 
don't like the vrogram and we have 
not hesitated to say so. But the 
fact remains that the ALP is COl!- 
SIDERED by the workers as an anti- 
war party." (The Militant, March 
15, 1941, p. 4. My capitels - A.B.) 


In this particular instance, then, 
the tragic illusion of the Stalinist 
followers concerning their ow leader- 
ship was used by Cannon and Co, as a 
basis for urging the workers to vote 
the treacherous Stalinist bandits into 
office, 


So agile are the Cannonite lead- 
ers that at certain periods not even 
mistaken ideas among the workers about 
Social Democratic and Stalinist pay- 
ties are put forth as an excuse fur 
Giving aid to these counter-revolution- 


ary orgenizations. For example, in Oc- 
tober 1942, the Cannonites had the 
line of suynorting Dean Alfange,a Tam- 
many Hall hack backed by the Rose-An= 
tonini gang in the ALP. In that situa 
tion neither the candidate nor the rot- 
ten crew sunporting him pretended to 
represent, even remotely, socialism in 
any form, This did not at all deter 
the Canon leadership from backing Al- 
fenge with essentially the same excuse 
given for supvorting Connolly; 


"The Socialist Workers Party gave 
critical support to Dean Alfange 
wnen he ran for Governor of New 
York State in 1942 as the ALP can 
didate, despite the fact that his 
orogran was a reactionary one. Al- 
fange was an indevendent candidate 
of the ALP, running in 1942 in op- 
position to the cundidates of the 
capitalist parties. A vote for Al- 
fange was a dlow at. cavitulist pol- 
itics, and served to rally the wor 
ing class behind the idea of inde- 
pendent labor politics and an in- 
depeudent labor party." (The Mili- 
tant, February 26, 1944, p. 2. My 
emphasis ~ A. B.) 


From one viewpoint, the Cénnonite 
policy has its ludicrous as well as 
its reactionary aspects. If mistalen 
ideas of rank-end-file. workers about 
"Nindewendent labor action" or "Social- 
ism" is a basis for whipping up sup 
port to e@ counter-revolutionary or- 
genization, ther just imagine the 
plisht of a naive follower of Canno 
who accupts wholeheartedly this cri- 
terion and attempts to apply it when 
the Labor Ferty, Socialist Party and 
Stalinist’ Party all run candidates at 
the same time for the same vosts! 


The Cannonite workers who accept 
the Trotsiy oreanization as revolution- 
ary are beinzs misled by their leaders 
into supvorting — opportunism in one 
form or anotner, That this sup oort 
has = “eritical"™ "cover © is only & re~ 
fiection ‘or the fact’ that the-Trotsky 
lenders have to foist their policios 
on:- their own followers who have al~ 
ready brokcn subjectively with Stalin- 
fem and Social Democracy, and !mow 
fall “well that these forces’ arse coun~ 
ter-revolutionary. To follow the voli- 
fice Of jlne Iroteljist ~leedershi p 


means to render aid to reaction. This 
truth is concretely shown in «& contin- 
uous line of "critical" support given 
by the Trotsky leaders to Stelin’s 
Comintern from 1923 to late 1933, to 
the rotten Social Democracy in ituxe 
“French Turn," to the cavitalist Lowvu!- 
ist Government in Spain,and since tit 
time to various union bureaucrats lilo 
John L. Lewis, Homer Martin, again * 
the Comintern as exemplified in the 
support to the Stalinist stooge, Con-- 
nolly,to labor fakers like Rose-Anton- 
ini, and continuing, as we see, to 
the rotten Social Democracy. 


II ~ THE APPLICATION OF THE TROTSKY 
N February, 1944 a Michigan Com- 
mittee For The Promotion of A 

Farmer Labor Party issued a call for a 

state-wide study Conference to be held 

on March 4, 1944, The outcome of this 

Conference was the Michigan Common- 

wealth Federation, headed by Matthew 

Hammond, A CIO pie-card artist flanked 

in the leadership predominantly by min- 
or bureaucrats of the Reuther caucus 

in the United Automobile Workers Union. 


Some revelations appearing in The 
Militant about the politics of these 
leaders of the M, C. F. give a clear in- 
dication as to the true character and 
role of this movement. For one thing, 
the leadershiv of this new outfit went 
along with the Stalinists and top CIO 
bureaucrats in vledging adherence to 
Wall Street's Democratic party in the 
1944 elections. This was reported by 
The Militant in a discussion of a Con- 
vention of the Michigan State CIO in 
July 1944: 


"No resolution in ovposition to 
the class collaboration policy of 
the CIO leadership was brouched by 
the MCF head. The failure of the 
MOF leadership to carry the battle 
jato the trade unions finally reach- 
ed its logical conclusion when to 
the astonishment of the Convention 
dolegutes MCF head Hammoud. axreed 
with tho Stalinist Ganley, business 
agent of Local 155,that the CIO en- 
Gorse the Democratic ticlzet in Nov- 
emvoer." (The Militant, July 2c, 
1946, p. 5) 


The Militant had no illusions aa 
to the mainspring of the crooked poli- 
cy of the MCF leaders. It was a poli- 
cy fashioned to conform with that of 
the putrid top leaders of the CIO: 


"Those leaders of the MCF who un- 
der cover of a fake militancy re- 
fused to conduct a real struggle 
for the support of the union ranks 
during the formation of the MCF re- 
vealed at the Michigan CIO conven— 
tion the true source of their hesi- 


tancy and false policy. They fear 
to clash with the top CIO bureau- 
cratss" (The Militant, July 29, 


1944, “Editorial) 


Does the MCF, then, answer the 
Canmnonite qualifications for an "inde- 
pendent labor party"? History shows 
that Cannonite qualifications are ex- 
tremely flexible. Indeed, the opanly 
class—collahorationist MCF is pictured 
by the 5.¥.P. leaders as an Independent 
Labor Party, though not fully develop~ 
ed: 


"It would be an exagveration to 
call the MCF a full-fledged Inde- 
pendent Labor Party." (Ibid., Aug- 
ust 12, 1944, p. 1) 


Developing this fraud further, the 
Trotskyite leaders, aporoximately six 


weeks after this statenent avpeared, 
assured the workers that a vote 
for the MCF was equivalent to a 


vote for an "independent labor party"! 


"The results of the Michigan elec- 
tions will be closely watched by 
the entire labor movement. A vote 
for tne ACS, therefore, is not only 
@ vote cast jn favor of an indepen- 
dent jlabor party in Michigan but a 
vote for labor's independent polit-— 
ical action on a national scale." 
(The Militant, October 28, 1944,v.3, 
Emphasis in original) 


It is clear that the SWPline ona 
labor party is a device chaining the 
workers to opportunism. Adherence to 
the Trotskyist leadership is direct 
support to these crooked "labor" poli- 
ticians who are a prop to capitalism. 
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III - SHACETMAN IN THE FOOTSTEPS 
THE S¥P 
atl 


| HE Michigan Comnonwealth Federa- 
{| tion has come in for close 
scrutiny also qn the vart of the Work- 
ers Party (Shachtmanites). Like the 
Cannonites, the Shachtman Trotskyites 
are well aware of the reaqtionary char- 


IS 


acter of this movement. Labor Action 
quoted Matthew Hammond, leader of the 


MCF, to show his reactionary line: 


"But Hammond, unable to restrain 


himself, took the floor on a point 
of special privilege and stated 
with some heat: 'As far as I am 


concerned the best way of re-elect 
ing Roosevelt is the formation of 


this party. That is the only way 
he will carry the state.'" (Labor 


Action, March 20, 194, p. 2) 


And on March 27, 1944 (p. 2), Labor Ac- 
tion noted that: ~ 


"Not a single leading nember of 
the committee took the floor to 
challenge this point of vie." 


Behind the scenes, the rotten MCF 

worked with the top CIO bureau- 
crats for the common aim of tying the 
workers to Wall Street's rule. At the 
Michigan State CIO convention,R. J. 
Thomas! crooked negotiations with the 
MCF leaders, taking place behind the 
backs of the naive MCF supporters, be- 
came visible: 


gang 


"R, J. Thomas threw a bombshell 
into the MCF when he reported that 
at a meeting with Sidney Hillman in 
New York, held at the request of 
‘lending members of the MCF,!' the 
latter pledged to support the can- 
didates endorsed by the PAC and 
that this was the policy of the MCF. 
NOT ONE SPOKESMAN OF TEE MCF CEAL~ 
LENGED THIS REPORT ON THE FLOOR OF 
THE COWVENTIOI, On the contrary. 
their role at the conference sog- 
sions confirmed Thomas." (Labor 
Action, Mey 8, 1944, p. Capi- 
tals in original) 


3. 


Thus, the new MCF elready exhibits 
a@ characteristic inherent in every op- 


portunist organization: a group of 
bureaucratic leaders who engeze in 


shady back~door deals and dirty ite 
trigue. 


And what condlusion did the Shacht- 


man Trotskyites draw for the workerg 
concerning the MCF? Only those blind 
to the real role of the Shachtman ten- 
dency will oq surprised: 


"For independent labor candidates 
UNDER THE MCF BANNER," (Ibid. My 


The Shachtman leaders are orovent- 
ing the workers from realizing that 
any ‘candidate under the banner of the 
MCF or any similar disyuised bourgeois 
party is not an independent labor can- 
didate, does not symbolize independent 
labor action, but represents and works 
for capitalism. The rottenness of the 
MCF leaders vho struck up a horse-deal 
with Hillman to support Wall Street is 
supvlemented by the political double- 
dealings of the Shachtman leaders. 


IV - SOPHISTRY IN THE SERVICE 
OF WALL STREET 


) 
EE Shachtman leaders have scores 
of methods of sup >orting reec- 
tidfarf movements which bolster capi~ 
talism. Shachtman's gophistry is that 
an organization whose mass base coil- 
sists of workers and wnich if organi~ 
zationally separate from the odourgeois 
parties,is a threat to capitalism even 
though that organization politically 
supnorts capitalism. A case in voint 
is the Shacatmanite attitude toward 
Hillman's PAC. Speaking of the power- 
ful campeign that reactionary outfit 
whipped up in the recent elections, the 
Shachtmanites recognize that the work~ 
ers who fell into the snares of the 
PAC were simply chained to Wall Street: 


"But all of this was done for the 
Democratic Party." (Labor Action, 
November 20, 1944) 


That is on the one hand. On the 
other hand, the Shachtman leaders gave 
Hillman a left-handed support by spin~ 
ning © tale that his PAC, an appendage 
to the Roosevelt machine, represented 
a threat to capitalist society — no 
less! 


"The leaders of the Reprdlican 
Party are perfectly owas ov tne 
dangers which tie PAC reores nts to 
capitalist society 4«s 2° wheie.! 
(he New Internaticaal, Octuber 194+) 


Eistory holds -sany examples of 
workers being gathered together in 
separate organizations on a reaction-: 
ary political line invsriably for the 
support of capitalism. The outstand— 
ing example of all times is that of 
the Stalinist workers in Germany prior 
to the rise of Hitler to power in 1933, 
The most radical workers were gatnered 
by the millions around a party which 
Organizationally was separate from all 
Other organizations, bourgeois or So- 
Cial Democratic. This party was the 
Stalinist Party. In elections, the 
candidate of this Party was Ernst 
Thaelmann, who ran organizationelly 
completely independent of all parties 
in Germany. In this resvect, the ver- 
man workers were far more "incepen- 
dent" than those around the PAC who 
were tricked into supvorting the candi- 
date of another, openly capitalist or- 
ganization. Thus in the case of tre 
redical workers of Germany, the condi- 
tion set by Shachtman as constituting 
a threat to canitalist society as a 
whole were completely fulfilled by the 
case of the Stalinist Party of Germany. 
Did that situation constitute in reali- 
ty ea threat of any sort whatsoever to 
German capitalism? Every Shachtmanite 
worker knows that the ensver tc this 
question is NO! 


Yhat was the crucial factor? Ob- 
viously it was the political line 
which the workers followel that 
determined the outcome. The Stalinist 
political line was a prop to capitel- 
ism, and the organizational indepen-~ 
dence of the Stalinist Part» led tne 
workers to imagine that they stood op- 
posed to capitalism. Incidentally, in 
thet situation,the Trotsky leaders, in— 
cluding Shachtman, urged the workers 
to vote for the Stalinist candi‘ate. 


What..is. crucial in the cese.or 
the PAC is not the feature that it 
gave the workers organizational "inde— 
pendence." The point is thet the FAC 
tied the workers to the bourgeoisie 
pohitically. The organizational inde- 


pendence wos merely a blind used for 
fooling those workers who are disgust~ 
ed with the bourgeois parties and who 
ors sick-rnd-tired of voting directly 
and unblushinzly for the Wall Street 
condidates. By means of pertially sat- 
isting these workers by giving them 
organizational independence, the Hill- 
mani gang wos able to cheat them into 
following the old line of voting for 
Wall Street. 


The workers who supvorted the PAC 
did not act in the interests 
of the proletariat; these workers are 
exactly waerethey were before politi- 
cally, only they falsely imagine that 
they have noved forward. They have 
fallen hook, line and sinker for Hill- 
man's ruse about "organizational inde- 
pendence," In that job of trapping 
the worners the Hillmans were aided by 
the sham Marxist, Shachtman. 


* * oe 


fT, is i. trazic factthat there 
are many confused workers who 
believe that in voting for these fraud- 
ulent "independent" labor parties they 
are voting for the idea of independent 
labor action. Thescorrect sLinesfor 
advunced workers is to counter-act 
this mistaken notion and to create the 
understanding among the workers that 


ii: woting for swindle outfits such.as 
the MCr they are actually voting not 
oniy agaiist independent labor action 


coucretely, but even against the idea 
cf independent labor action. The Trot- 
ekyite leaders, on the other hand, re- 
eofcrce the illusions of the workers 
vht.t a vote for certain svecific "la~ 
bers crooks symbolizes a vote for the 
ccrrect idea of independent. working 
Cciays action against the rourgeoisie. 
the gophistry of the Trotsky leaders 
in practice ties the workers to the 
"labor" crooks and prevents the cor— 
rect idea from ever being concretized. 


Some politically advanced workers 
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2H4 TROTSAYITAS VOTH INDSPENDANT 
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realize the reactionary political na- 
ture of the "labor" parties of the Mo? 
type, but accept the Trotskjri ts 
sophistry that the workers in sapprrs- 
ing these parties in that action sue 
bolizes their desire for independ. ce 
from the bourgeoisie. It must be in: 
alized, however, that the politicsr 
life of the working class doss not con- 
sist of going about symbolizing tuings. 
Support of the reactionary “labyr" pax- 
ties) Paya; coucre tevact.oim votmsts ox 
the MCF the workers are concreteiy sup» 
porting capitalism. Regardless or 
what the workers who come to support 
the MCF may feel, concretely tney nev: 
only continued their previous coudi - 
tion of subservience to the bourgeu? ie, 


mS 


only now in a disguised form. 
bourgeoisie on their side also act 
concretely. They disregerd entirely 


the "symbolical" aspects of the situa- 
tion and behind the scenes make deals 
with the "labor" party leaders who he- 
tray the workers. The capitalists 
know that the fraudulent "labor" par- 
ties are part and parcel of their own 
political machinery and use them ac- 
cordingly. 


The task of Marxism is to make 
the action of workers who are moving 
Leftward correspond with their senti-- 
ments. Shachtmen and Cannon's ling 
reinforces the separation which exists 
between the desires of the workers for 
independence and their actions perpe- 
tuating adherence to the bourgeoisie. 
The Leftward moving workers must from 
the very outset of their transforma- 
tion be led away from the various voli- 
tical traps which operate under the 
organizational cloak of independencs 
while supvorting the capitalist class, 
The workers must be imbued with the 
understanding that only an organiza- 
tion which rejects such sopvhistr: 
employed by the pseudo-Marxists can 
stand on the ground of vrolctarian 
independence. 
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| (Concluding | Instaliment ) 


QO the Skhachtman— Abern-Burnhant 
Lonces ¥ ithe aresults of 'the Oc 
tobur 1959 Plenary Session of the Po- 
litical Coarittee, which gave the Can- 
non majority full control of that body, 
were neither a surprise nor cause for 
dismay. Thea outcome only steeled their 
determination to break the organiza~ 
tional iink with Cannon. The ranks of 
the Minority saw further proof of 
their. fixed conviction. -that Cannon 
held the S. WY. P. under an unbreakable 
bureaucratic control. The American 
Trotskyites were reaching a point in 
their history when it would no longer 
be possible for Cannon and his Opposi- 
tion to continue under one roof. 


Folloving the Cannon-Shachtman 
split in May 1940, the story was sys-~ 
tematically spread inside both groups 
and among the workers on the periphery 
of the Trotsky camp that the key to 
the rift lay in the difference on the 
guestion of the nature of the Russian 
state. This fable has been cultivated 
also by the leaders of the Revolu- 
tionary Workers League (Oehlerites). 
They say "Max Shachtman broxe with 
Trotsky and Cannon in 1940 over the 
question of the nature of the Soviet 
Union." (International News, Septem 
ber 1944) This statement holds no 
truth whatsoever. 


A close investigation will un 
cover the actunl reason for the breach. 
Divested of the verbal camouflage, the 
documentary materinl issued by both 
sides during the factional struggle 
indicates clearly that tho only factor 
involved wis the factor of leadership. 
This issue of bureaucratic rivalry be- 
tween the two foremost leaders of the 
American Trotskyist movement vas euphi- 
mistically referred to by both face 
tions as the "question of the rogim." 
While the leadership of both factions 
gonerally pretended that tho fight was 
on grounds of "theory" and "principle" 
each side accused the other of pushing 
forward to first place the "regime" 


i 
os 


issue. Thus Cannon accused Shachtman; 
"In reality the opposition tried 
from the beginning of the dispute 
to make the question of the ‘regime! 


the sfirstivissues theebasic cadres 
of the opposition ware recruited 
precisely on this issue before the 


fundamental theoretical and politi- 
cal differences were fully revealed 
and developed." (‘The Struggle For 


a Proletarian Party," p. 10. Emph- 
asis in original.) 
And Shachtman accused Cannopr: 
"Me initiative in introducing 


the question of 'regime! was taken 
not by the minority but by the Can- 
non faction." (The War and Bureau- 
cratic Conservatism, reprinted in 
Cannon's "The Struggle For a Pro- 
letarian Party," p. 26%) 


In their own perverted way, both 
were telling the truth on this’ point, 
for they both fought in reality first 
and foremost — oantirely, to be com 
pletely accurate — on the question of 
regime. The accusations and counter~ 
accusations on this score were simply 
the .device by which . each group | of 
leaders tried to shift the blane for 
the faction squabole on its rivals. 
This is known in the inner circles of 
bureaucrats as "strategy." 


Since the faction fight in the 5S. 
¥.P. had been going on befare Stalin's 
attack on Finland, prior to the Stalin- 
Hitler partition of Poland, before tho 
Nazi attack on Poland and even before 
the Stalin-Hitler Pact which initiated 
this whole serics of ‘events, it is 
plain that the "Russian Question" was 
the subsequently cooked-up "theoreti- 
cal" eover of that fight. The fac~ 
tional cauldron had been simnoring for 
more than two years and the actual 
fight had broken out on the eve of tho 
so-called "auto crisis" when the Poli- 
tical Committee was numerically domin- 
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ated sy the 
bloc. 


Shachtman-Abern—Burnham 


That the’ question of the clasg 
character of the Soviet Union was of 
no basic importance to either side can 
be founi in the records. The denial 
of the proletarian nature of the Stal- 
in-lominated state was neither a eplit- 
ting nor an expudsion issue with the 
whole Trotsky leadership for many 
years. In their unprincipledness, the 
Cannon-Shachtman coalition welcomed 
into their party and even into its 
leading posts people who had a blurred 
view of the Russian question or who 
rejected outright the Trotsiyist posi- 
tion on the Soviet State. In 1937, be- 
fore the S. W. P. had been formed, 
Burnham, within the Trotsky group, had 
openly dissociated himself from the 
Trotsky ling on the Soviet Union. Nev- 
ertheless, Cannon did all he could to 
gratify Burnham's opportunist ambi- 
tions. That bourgeois intellectual 
adventurer was freely accorded "...all 
the recognition and the 'honore' of a 
prominent leader of thé party..."(J.P. 
Cannon, "The Struggle For a Proletari- 
an Party," p. 20) While im receipt of 
Cannon's high favors, Burakam not only 
did not abandon his om position on 
the Russian state, but proceeded to 
systematize it. 


Significantly enough, Cannon shut 
his eyes to the fact that Burnham re- 
jeeted the basic proletarian material~ 
ist philosophy. Moreover, Cannon 
"overlooked" Burnham's repadiation of 
the Trotskyist position on the Soviet 
Union and placed him on the editorial 
board of the official Trotskyist maga- 
zine, The New International, 


That the position on the Russian 
question had very Jittle import in the 
mind of the leaders of the Abern- 
Sh: chtman—Burnkam blec was brought out 
witk damning sharpness at the October 
1939 Plemum of the Political Committee, 
The positions of Shachtman—Abern~Burn—- 
ham on the Russian question criss- 
ecressed the factional lines in the 
most hilarieus fashion. All this oc- 
ourred, be it remembered, just when 
Stalin had divided Poland with Hitler. 
Burnham,consistent with his old views, 
argued that "It is impossible to re- 


gard the Soviet Union as a workers! 
state in any sense whatever." Shacht-— 
man avoidei "raising at this time the 
problem of the class nature of the So- 
viet State." <Abern was altogether in 
@ ridiculous position. While organiza- 
tionally lined up with Burnham and 
Shachtman, Abern voted with Canngn'! 


The Cannon faction, naturally, 
was in noisy merriment at the astonish- 
ing self-inflicted plight of the ovppo- 
sition in having three leaders witn 
three gonflicting positions on what is 
now pictured as the "split question." 
In his report to Trotsky, Cannon des-- 
cribed how he had cornered his opvon- 
enta: "J simply put to the audience 
and to the leaders of the minority 
this question: What will be the posi- 
tion of the party on this question if 
the minority becomes the majority at 
the convention?" (J. P. Cannon, "The 
Struggle For A Proletarian Party," pp. 
1600-101) The leaders of the minority 
realized that they were in a mess and 
had to composd their divergent views 
and adopt a uniform attitude on the 
Russian question. Uniess they did so, 
and quickly, the Russian issue would 
become a deadly weapon in Cannon's 
hands. In his report’ te Trotsky, Can- 
non wrote with glee: 


"You can imagine the devastating 
effect on the minority bloc of such 
questions. A political observer 
might say very eonfidently that 
such a political attack, conducted 
with the necessary persistence and 
militancy, is bound to break the 
bloc. To @ certain extent this im 
pression is already being realized. 
We are witnessing now a very notice- 
able shift of rank and file com- 
rades from the untenable position 
of the bloc over to the supvort of 
the majority. 

"But what about the leaders? From 
numerous indications, they are at-— 
tempting to extricate themselves 
from their imposeible position, not 
by each defending his own stand- 
point and letting the bloc po to 
the Devil, but by readjustinge their 
principles to the exigencies of 
bloc politics. That is, they ap~ 
pear from all signs to be working 
out a common position by making mu- 
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tual concessions, in order to ar- 
rive at uniform answers to the 


questions in dispute." (Ibid., p. 
101) 
It was absolutely essential for 


the survival of the Shachtman-Abern~ 
Burnham faction to wrest from Cannon's 
hands the tremendous advantage which 
their disunity on the Russian question 
produced. In an unhappy frame of mind, 
they worked hard to find a unifying 
formula. 


Stalin's war 
weeks after the 


on Finland, begun 
October 1939 Plenun, 
provided the leaders of the minority 
with the opportunity to work out a 
more or less coordinated stand on the 
Soviet Union, Abern performed a pro- 
digiou&S feat by changing his “theore— 
tical" color overnight. Shachtman 
vretended to have seen the light and 
accepted the chief features in Burn- 
ham's theory later supplementing it 
with borrowings from other creators of 
"neither bourgeois nor proletarian" 
modern states. Some yeara aftervend 
Shachtman attempted a disarming ad- 
mission “We do not hesitate for a 
moment to say that this or that ele- 
ment of our theory as a whole is taken 
from numerous other sourcos, including 
4f you please, Burnham (the Burnham of 
1937-38, of course, and not the Burn- 
ham of 1940 or today." (The New In- 
ternational, August 1944, p. 267) 


Thus the Opposition bloc could 
clothe its secret objective with ideo- 
logical garments cut to Burnham's pat— 
tern. 


If Cannon appeared as more con- 
gistent and "principlei," it was be- 
cause his task was simpler. He had 
merely to stick to the standard posi- 
tions of the Trotsky movement and par- 
ade as an "Old Guard." It was Shacht~ 
man who had the more difficult task of 
introducing some new verbiage with 
which to snare followers. Between the 
two of them the "Russian Question," 
which in itself is a legitimate, prin-— 
cipleé issue, wae degraded to a shame- 
ful level. 


In his fight with Shachtman, Can- 


non was energetically aided by Trotsky. 


In the first stages Trotskyv's tactic 
was designed to subdue Shechtman ty 
means of a disoussion of the "Russian 
Question." But Troteky's intervention, 
unlike that in 1933, bore a one-sided 
character, Back in 1933 he threatened 
both Cannon and Shachtman with ex—com-- 
munication and castigated the Vawnon 
faction for bureaucratically depriving 
Abern of his vote (Trotsky's letter of 
March 7, 1933). Now Trotsky threw his 
entire influence on the side of Cannou 
But Shachtman appeared to be rooted in 
his new position on the Russian ques:- 
tion and refused to be budged even by 
Trotsky himself. It became clear to 
Trotsky that Shachtman's goal was in- 
dependence from Cannon. 


The convention of the S. W. P. 
was to be held in the Spring of 1940. 
To insure Cannon's supremacy in tho 
final phase of the struggle, Trotsiy, 
on December 15, 1939, openly entered 
the arena with a dlazing attack upon 
the Shachtman- Abern- Burnham bloc, 
Trotsky's blast bore the title, "A Pet- 
ty-Bourgeois Opposition in the Social. 
ist Workers Party." With this article 
Trotsky gave Shachtman to understand 
that there would be no repetition of 
the 1933 compromise line and that if 
Shachtman wanted to maintain his sta- 
fus of a bona fide Trotskyist spokes-— 
man he had better submit to the su- 
preme authority. 


Following the tactics of all the 
bureaucrats in the faction fight, 
Trotsky's policy was to keep the rank- 
and-file entangled in "theoretical" ho- 
cus-pocus 80 as to conceal the essence 
of the whole affair, the clique squab- 
ble for power. He wrote some articles 
on the “Russian Question," but his 
trump card was "dialectics." The lat- 
ter was an unusually powerful dodgo 
for Trotsky to resort to for two rea- 
sons; first, and in general, the rank- 
and~file Imows little about this sub- 
ject and the naive can be most easily 
impressed by high-sounding verbiage; 
and secondly, and more important in 
this specific faction row, it so hap- 
pened that Burnham had for a long time 
openly proclaimed his refusal to ad- 
here to the pholosophical aspects of 
Marxism. Hence, the Marxian philoso- 
phical foundations were unhesitatingly 


-14— 


gegraded by Trotsky to the status of 
an attention-distractor, like a magi-~ 
cians's patter which conceals his moves 
to hooiwink his audience. In long 
winded, seemingly scientific articles 
he proved what needed no proof, namely, 
that Burnham wes an avowed anti-~Marx - 
ist. The lattor, who knew precisely 
what Trotsky was uo to and who in his 
own mind had already dropped the busi~ 
ness of being a "labor leader" and 
therefore had nothing to worry about 
from a careerist angle in the Trotsky 
movement, gave Trotsky a reply which 
is unsurpassed for cynicism and shrewd- 
ness, ani deserves to be quoted 
at length? 


"But vour account of 'who believ- 
ed what?' is, shall I say, a little 
incomplete. You turn @ couple of 
pages of somersaults explaining 
away the awkward fact that Lieb- 
Imeeht did not accept dialeétics 
while Plekhanov did. But how abdut 
the Menshevil:s pretty much asa 
whole, Comrade Trotsky? I have al~ 
ways read that they devoted as much 
or more attention to writing about 
and defending dialectics as even 
the ultra-dialectical Bolsheviks. 
And, much more pertinently: what 
or the Stalinist theoreticians,Com- 
rade Trotsky? The bibliography of 
Stalinist writings on dialectics 
would fill a shelf or two, I assure 
yous. And, very conspicuously, the 
sectarians. Did you know, Comrade 
Trotsiy, that of those who have 
been in our ranks during the past 
decade, the one by far most con~ 
cernei of all over dialectics was 
Hugo Oehler? (It was Qehler, come 
to think of it,who was the only pre- 
fecessor of yours in attacking me 
for anti-dialectics during a poli- 
tical @disoute, That was over the 
protlem of 5. P. entry; sonehow, at 
that time, you, Cannon, and even 
Comrade ‘fright, failed to recognize 
teat your bloc with me was unprinci-~ 
pled and that vorincipled politics 
demanded that you should line up 
with Oehler until the 'fundamental 
question! of dialectics wags cleared 
UD. Instead, we hung together on 
the 'conjunctural,! episodic, mere- 
ly emoirical tactic of entry. For- 
tunately, we have learned princi- 


ples since that day.) Isn't it re- 
markable that when our bookstore, 
under its new impulse, begins ad- 
vertising treatises on dialectics, 
the list is mostly of Mexsheviks, 
Brandlerites, Stalinists even...? 
And how about Shachtman and Abern, 
whose dialectics havan't prevented 
them from going astray with me? Now 
I naturally understand that ail 
these turncoats — ‘are not really 
dialecticians,' are just giving lip- 
service to dialectics, etc. 

"Can it be, Comrade Trotsky, that 
the only really real (conscious and 
unconscious) dialecticians are: 
those who agree with you political-— 
ly?" (Quoted in L. Trotsky's "In 
Defense of Marxiam," p. 193) 


In the history of polemics, it is 
doubtful if anybody was ever called a 
political crook as degervedly ana as 
brilliantly as the target of Burnham's 
repartee, Trotsky offered no reply to 
the above character sketch. 


Carmon discreetly left "dialec- 
tics" to Trotsky and busied himself 
with the practical end of the affair. 
To support the fraud that the internal. 
Clique war between him and Shachtman 
was a reflection of the class strugels, 
he issued a work, "The Struggle For + 
Proletarian Party." In this dodvnent, 
appraised by Trotsky as "the wriving 
of a genuine warkers' leader " Cap.non 
wheeled up every available "proof" to 
show that his opponents were oretty 
low dogs. He dealt extensively with 
the charge of bureaucratism the onvosi- 
tion levelled ag&inst him, Many of 
his arguments were typical of the buc-- 
eaucrats of other opportunist organiza-- 
tions, One of the most misleading, 
although seemingly puncture—prooil', was 
his boast that the onvositionists re- 
ceived posts in his avparatus: 


"What kind of a bureaucracy is it 
that ‘has not the least objectioa! 
to anybody having any ‘functiunhs 
can ‘handle! even in 'prominent 
posts'!? Try to discover such a 
situation ina real »dureaucrecy -- 
the Stalinist or Lewis-Green bur 
eaucrgcies, for example. Tneir 
'posts' are almost invariably as-- 
signed to supporters of the 'regime,! 


and by no means to 'anybdody.!" 
(J. P, Cannon, "The Struggle For A 
Froletarian Party, " p. 65) 


People not too familiar with the 
history of the Stalinist degeneration 
will hardly suspect that this line of 
argument was followed by Stalin and by 


all the putrid Lovestones in the Comin- 


tern. The "Trotsky Opposition" lead- 
ers for many years held some of the 
most important posts an Stalin's Gov- 
ernment, in his Party and in the Com- 
intern. During Lovestone's bureaucrat 
ic control of the American Stalinist 
Party, Cannon, though a faction foe of 
Lovestone, was given a post in the 
highest body of that organization and 
was placed in charge of the ILD, an 
auxiliary of the Stalinist varty. Yet 
Cannon never renounced his factional 


charge that the corrupt Lovestone lead-~ 


ership was 
treacherous 
Trotsicyist 


dishonest, careeriat, 
and bureaucratic. In the 
organization Cannon, of 
course, always gave repreventation ts 
all sorts of bureaucrats who were not 
directly supvorting him, even to those 
who were his inveterate organizational 
enemies as for exanple Adern. But he 
always managed to keep his hand on the 
lever of control. In his document "The 
Struggle For A Proletarian Party" Can. 
non devoted a whole chapter to Abern, 
calling it “Abernism: The Caso dia- 
tory of a Disease." When the ossence 
of this chapter is extracted from the 
volume of words, it shows nothi: 5; ex- 
cept that "Abernism" was really an un- 
disguised fight ageinst the Caithon 
domination by one of his most intimate 
political collaborators in the found- 
ing of the original Cannon caucus with- 
in the Stalin party, amd later the 
Trots!vist group. 


In his defense of the regime, Can- 
non drew largely upon the former writ- 
ings of Shachtman from the period when 
thet ambitious political adventurer 
worked in a bloc with Cannon against 
other cliques and factions in the Trot- 
sky organization. 


The convention, held April 5-8, 
1940 brought a definitive victory to 
the Cannon forces. No sooner was this 
fact established by the counting of 
the delegates — 55 to 31 — than the 
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Cannon leadership, prompted by a "no- 
dle enotion," adopted a resolution in 
Which it extended the usual bureau- 
cratic olive branch to the opponents 
by calling upon them to aecept their 
fate and be disciplined comrades under 
Cannon's "denocratic ceatralism." The 
unprincipled horse~trade bid to Shacht 
man @nd other leaders of the minority, 


these "petty-bourgeois hypocrites," 
"atinking office-holders," "traitors" 
and anti-~Marxists, was jobs on the 


leading comnittees of Cannon's "Pro- 
letarian Party." Here is the plank in 


the resolution adopted by the Camon- 
centrolled convention which speaks 
louder than our words: 

"No measures are to be taken 


against any party members because 
of the views expressed in the party 
discussion. Nobody is obliged to 
renounce his opinion. There is no 
prohibition ef factions, The min- 
ority is to be given representation 
in the leading party committees and 
assured full opportunity to parti- 
Cipate in all phases of party work." 
(J. P. Cannon, "The Strugzle For A 
Proletarian Party," p. 240) 


a 


Since no leader of the oprosition 
was singled out for exclusion fron the 
condition covered by the plank, it is 
obvious that even Abern, who according 
to Cannon represented a special plazue 
on the body of Trotskyism, "an intermn- 
al disease which poisoned the blood- 
stream of the party organism's, was to 
be given a place in tle S. W. FP. lead 
ership. 


With respect to Burnham, Trotsky's 
personal policy was to woo that rly-by- 
night "revolutionist." In a letter to 
a leading Cannonite he criticized an 
article written against Burnham. "The 
article is very sharp and in the cas 
of the opposition remaining in the 
Party and Burnham on the editorial 
voard of The New International the ar- 
ticle should possibly be rewritten 
from the point of view of 'friendli- 
ness! of expression." (L, Trotsky,"In 
Defense of Marxism," p. 165) 


But neither the "friendly" at- 
tempts of Trotsky nor the "noble emo- 
tion® of the Cannon faction had an ef- 


fect om the leaders of the Oppositien, 
They canderstood only tego well that if 
they submitted and stayed with Cando, 
they would not only fail te strengthea 
their influence, but would inevitably 
lose those innocent followers who 
they hac. corralled through systematic, 
deft and unscrupulous efforts. To ex- 
pect that these forces would grow more 
solidified inside the 8. W. P. would 
have been foolish. They had done very 
well as it was. Their only answer to 
Cannon's invitation could be No! 


The dissident Trotsiqa@t leaders 
went ahead with their plans and broke 
the discipline imposed upon them by 
the Canrion majority who enjoined them 
from issuing a public paper of their 
own. Disciplinary action followed, as 
was to be expected, but it was no gut~ 
right expulsion, The Shachjman-Abern- 
Burnham bloc was suspended from Can- 
non's “Proletarian Party." Meanwhile 
the Opposition leaders stole the Trote 
skyist "theoretical" ofgan,The New In- 
ternational. Upon hearing thia, Trot- 
sky let leose @ stream of strong words 
against his formey adulator. Of course, 
Cannon's faction was pnce again paint— 
ed by Trotsky as the "proletarian par- 
ty" and Shachtman's as the "petty-bour+ 
geois": "In the name of a ‘moral ideal! 
& petty-beurgeois intellettual has 
picked the proletarian party's pecket 
of its tueoretical organ." (L. Trot- 
sky, "In Defense of Marxism," p. 169) 


Trotsky's labeling him a thief 
did not digturd Shachtman. He retain- 
ed the magazine, formed a "Workerg Par 
ty" all his own, and adopted a program 
which, exgopt for the position on the 
Russian question, is difficult to dif- 
ferentiate asigally from Cannon'g, 
However, that position, as we recall, 
was not incompatible with membership 
in Cannon's Party, and therefore, pe- 
ligically, did not const\tute a split- 
ting issue at the time of the split. 


Even after the Shachtmanites pro~ 
ceeded putting through their scheme of 
launching their "Marxist" Barty, with 
a distinctly "anti-Trotsky" point on 
the Russian iesue, the Cannon leader 
ship did not expell them gut left the 
door open for them to returra. The Can- 
non gtatement (Socialist Appeal, April 


16, 


20, 1940) @eclared that “At Re same 
Wane the terms of the suspeasion leave 
She way open for the susperded membere 
fie reconsider the question agd return 
te their places in the patty leader— 
ship and ite editorial boards on the 
basis of the conventior decisions." 
fbyCannon leadership was even willing 
to let the Shachtmanites air their 
ideas in the official S. W. P. press. 
"The resolutions offered them the op- 
portunity to continue the discugsion 
in defense of their point of view in 
the Internal Bulletin and in The New 

ternationa on the condition that 
they refrain from issuing an es 
Gent publication in opposition to @he 
prees of the party." 


The Shachtman factina was al- 
lowed several monthe to reconsi- 
éer its refusal to accept thé deal. 
Having exhausted all the means to save 
the Shachtman wing which held no brief 
for the Trotsky position gn the Rus- 
sian issue and which contained the 
"dberm disease,"the Cannon leaders were 
forced to expel the Shachtmanites. The 
official expudsion was effected at the 
end of September 1940,when the "Workers 
Party" was already an established or- 
ganization, 


a is @ 


Geta 4s Cannon's *Proletari- 

an Party"? Im order to give 
tHe correct answer it ig necessary to 
have the exact understanding of the 
present Trotsiyiet tendency. 


+ 


This tendency was born and devel- 
oped within the bureaucratic decay of 
the revolutionary leadership. Authen- 
tie evidenee,moch of it from Trotsx's 
own pen, est@eblished that from the 
very start of the bureaucratic degei- 
eration in the Soviet State, Trotsiy 
actively aided in the process. To- 
gether with Kamenev and Zinoviev, wie 
were partnerg of Stalin in the Triun- 
virate, Trotsky collaborated ia bur-. 
eaucratizing the Soviet Union and the 
Comintern. At first directly, and ar- 
ter his expulsion from the Sovict 
Union, indirectly, Trotsky particinat- 
@&@ in ever; Stalinist betrayal of the 
proletamat. 


Facts add up to &atablish that 
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the entire Trotsky movement which in- 
cludes the Shachtman and Oehler groups, 
is resting uvon a mountain of con- 
scious omissions of truth, on frauds, 
distortions and subtle — treachery, 
Trotsky was a discarded Stalinist bure 
eeucrat, and like most of tne other 


discarded companions and aides of Stal- 


in in the Soviet Union, perished at 
the hand of his former ally. 


Due to its historical origin and 
politics, the Trotsky tendency is a 
link in the Stalinist system. 


History establishes that oppor- 
tunists, whether Comintern buréaucrats 
or those of Social Democracy or Trot- 
skyism, cling to their opvortunism 
through tuick end thin, They fill ti 
prisons of the capitalist countries, 
they are tortured by the Fascists and 
often by the "democratic" hanzsmen, but 
they never abandon their treacherous 
politics, 


The German Trotsky leaders perish+ 


ed in Hitler's concentration camps— 


after they had aided Stelin to open 


the path for Fascism in Germany. In 
Svain they were felled by the bullets 
of the Stalinists and of General Fran- 
co while aiding the sabotaging People's 
Front Government to stifle the Spanish 
masses and thus secure the yictory for 
Franco, In the Soviet Union all of 


the Trotsky leaders have been destroy~ 
ed by Stalin whom they assisted to 
power, 


The tragedy of it all is that 
from 1923 on, Trotsky and his lieuten~ 
ants, both in the Soviet Union and the 
international field, while contribut~ 
ing politically to Stalin's triumph 
and therefore to the forces of bour~ 
geois reaction, have been capturing 
the most advanced revolutionary work~ 
ers, This section of the proletariat 
represents the key to the entire van-— 
guard captured by Stalin. Although 
these sincere workers, shocked by the 
black betrayals of Stalin's Comintern, 
in their mental attitude are in irre- 
concilabje antagonism to Stalinism, in 
reality they are kept confined within 
the Stalinist system. Due to this hid- 
den fact they are doomed not only poli 
tically but also physically. 


Only the crystallization of a 
force completely liberated from the 
Stalinist meshes can rescue the whole 
proletariat from the clatches of 
pseudo—Marxism, To this historical 
task of the present epoch every true 
revolutionist will devote his atten- 
fion and energies. This alone is the 
real struggle for a proletarian party. 


Geor,e Marlen 


rSond- Fou parent anetethorente of Ais! rtieko, 


Paugogrle trou beh ceo iti cD 


THES 


of the 


REVOLUTIOrARY' WORKERS 


Puoer ¢.C men 


ny te RN RE ES OS 


BSSENCHE 


LEAGUA 


A collection of twelve articles published in TH® BULLETI® presenting in 

its true light the opportunist line of the R.W.L. in its support of tha 
policies and deceptions of Trotsky, its supvort cof Stalinism under a "Left" 
cover, its rallying of the workers under pro-bourgeois de-ocratic clogans 
and its complete falsification of t:.2 nature of tne so-called."Second “orld 


WVYare 


SEND FR A FREES 


COPY 


~18. 


4 
_ ots the crisis whicn convulsed 
the coal fields from March 16 
to June 22, 1943 the~capitalist and 
Stalinist press whipvoed up a virtual 
frenzy against John L. Lewis. That 
Lewis was nothing tut a putrid flunkédy 
bound hand and foot to the bosses was, 
cf course, obscured by the stream of 
abuse levelled at hin by the bourgeois 
and Stalinist press. The vituperation 
in the former was interrupted but once 
by a show of sympathetic concern for 
Lewis when on June 5, 1943 he broke 
the strike “situation for the) third 
time by calting for a "truce" and 
thereupon faced a wholesale revolt of 
the militant miners for the next few 
days. 


The conclision of the whole situ- 
atvou Lound’” the “exploitation of the 
miners intensified. They were given a 
stretch-out of tneir working hours in 
return for a very small hourly in 
crease. which didn't even remotely ap= 
proach the modest demandwoffered to 
the coal owners on March 10, 1943 at 
tne beginning of the strixe situation. 
Only tho strike-breaking policies of 
Levis made possible this stinging de- 
feat for the militant niners who were 
ready “for a ivenc to the-finish with 
their bosses, 


The denunciations of Lewis, par- 
ticularly "by 7 the “oertidious Stalin 
leaders, was a factor which lenta 
seemingly logical basis to the fiction 
spread among the revolutionary anti- 
Stalinist workers that Lewis was in 
some way conducting a struggle against 
the bosecs. The strike-breaking con- 
duct of Lewis in the mine crisis spe~ 
cifically and concretely servod as an 
ironclad refutation of this capitalist 
and opvertunist myth about Lewis. 


Finally, as a finishing touch to 
this matter, Lewis himself has come 
out onenly with an explicit statement 
of his strike~breaking position in the 
July 15, 1944 issue of the magazine 
Colliers in an artiele entitled, "Not 
Gailty." the burden of this article 
by Lewis is an attempt to refute the 
idea that he is not patriotic (to the 
interests of the bosses) or that he is 
for strikes. The Shachtmanite Labor 


A SYMBOL OF COURAGE 


Action of July 31, 1944 analyzes this 
article by Lewis and takes him to task 
for his openly reactionary stand: 


"Lewis doesn't discuss these 
things but resorts to some very re- 
actionary positions. For instance |} 
tCountless strikes, many Tor roa- 
sons shocking in their essential 
triviality, ave disrupted and are 
disrupting the nation's war effort, 
but neither leaders nor strikers 
ch been named and pilloried.!:(p. 
2 


In other words, complains Lewis, 
here am I loyally serving the tosses 
and yet I am attacked and slandered as 
a strike leader by the very people I 
Berve. Why not get after the real 
strikes and their leaders, Lewis urges. 
Actually, Lewis! lynch-rousing cam- 
paign was placed in operation a long 
time ago by the bosses and their 
agents. 


Another point .in which Leris 
clearly shows his reactionary scab 
role ts quoted by Labor Action where 
Lewis takes voride in the increased 
speed-wp of the miners: 


"He (Lewis) says the record gives 
the lie to the charge that the min- 
ers are not ovatriotic. He says 
that despite the 1943 strikes, the 
union mined nine million more tons 
of soft coal than in 1942 and that 
for the = farst Monursaontas on aes 
ten million more tons of anthracite 
were mined than in a like period in 
WEB ee ha ) 


Even more, boasts Lewis, when he 
signs rotten contracts he binds the 
workers and hamstrings them not solely 
for a week, or a month or even a year, 
but for two-year periods at a 
time: 


NAlso the UMWA is the only lahor 
organization whicn enters LEO 
agreements for a two-year period," 
(Ibid. ) 


The -real faco of Levin revealed 
in this article presents cn usly pic-= 
ture. Labor Action comments in dige 


pleased tones on this picture of Lewis: 


We don't care for the very re~ 
actionary John L. Levis who assumes 


i) 
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such @ pious air of shock and patri- 


otic). fervor over strikes that have 


taken place." (Ibid.) 

If? 2S (not sthe Vole of a labor 
leader which is heard here, says Labor 
Action, but one typical of a hig capi- 
talust: 

"Lewis here sounds like the New 

York Tinaes, Henry Ford or a Repub- 


lican congressman." (Ibid. ) 
Gbeeriss. othe 


by Laber Action 


f.cts presented here 

dictate a tasl: of ecx- 
posing ani casting out this asent of 
Tne Do.sues in the ranks of 
bet us see, than, hor 
oursued in the peges of 
In the very same issue, on page four, 
we ereadeise Lolliowin= in an, -oditoria ls 
the . Snacotmanites make a distinction 
between the "trade union" Lewis and 
tne "“solitical" Lewis along the lines 
of tne waythical Jekyll-—Hydc: 


this task is 
Labor Action. 


ct 


Vv 


you nave a labor 
Ge eee Ona Olou een Ck 


"In Lewi 
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ne 


| 


With 


Where, may we ag, is this great 
imaginatiena and courage exzibited by 
Levis on "“ourely trade union ques- 
tions? In his boasts atout the in- 
ere«séd sie: d-up of the vorkers in his 


in his condemnation of striices?t 
In his incitement of the capitalists 
to condemn those strikes and terrorize 
the wilitant workers concerned in them? 
Tope ee Snachtuanite editor all this 
symbolizes great imagination and cour- 
age in the trade union sphercé 


union? 


Mey 
Bue) 


A vord mst be said about this 
Jekyll-Eyle hocus-pocus peddled by the 
Shichtaanites. There is no such dual- 
ity ws a "trade union" Levis and a "po- 


hey 


ee! 


We 
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A bighee gale ae a 


the workers. 


litical" Lewis. There is only Lewis, 

@ bribed agent of Wall Strest who loy- 

ally serves the baniers in all spheres. 
Moreover, the political line is always 

decisive. A "hopeless reactionary vo- 

litically" can be no other than a how- 
less reactionary in every other phase 

of the class struggle, whether in the 

trade unions or any otner field. 


During the mine crisis the 
Shachtmanite press identified Lewis 
with the militant miners whom he bo- 
trayed and played him up as vaging a 
struggle, and waging it correctly, an 
the -interests not only of the miners 
but of the whole American working 
cléss3: 


is the leader of a union 
that is waging a battle forall la- 
bor — and waging it properly." 
(Labor Action, May 17, 1943, 9. 4) 


"Lewis 


This statement was made when Ler- 
s had already clearly shovn his hand, 
Mving twice called off the strilx, 
breaking the back of the miners! mili- 


tant) Sourmit. 


s! 
n 


The 
aceite t tl! 
dler lewis. 


Shechtman leadership acts as 
cover to the swin- 

Their support to this 
strilkecreaver is covered up from timo 
to tine by "critical" wervimive. seine 
crucial.” situation: ssuch aerithe! mine 
striixe the Shachtman 
leadershin, to the extent of acs in— 
fluence, participated in the. betrayel 
of the miners along the indirect line 
of supporting tne immediate betraycr, 
Lewis. Today, thé. dnftiluences ol sone 
Shachtnan leadership in the trace u- 
nions: iy man ansienificant factor, so 
that their reactionary policy is car- 
ried out primarily alone such andiness 
lines. If the Shachtmanites dirsetly 
controlled imvortant sections of tho 
trade union movement this would give 
them the opportunity to carry out in 
person and at first hand major betray-— 
als of the workers. 


A. Bis 


) 


HEN Shachtman adopted a line of 
supporting the rotten Dubinsky 
gang of labor fakers as a'lesser evil" 
to the Stalinists in the recent ALP 
faction fight, he was subjected to a 
bitter scolding by the Cannonites. 
They sharply reprimanded their former 
colleague for such an unprincipled man- 
euver, pointing out that support toa 
reactionary, red-baiting line actually 
functions to strengthen Stalinisa in 
tne labor movement. As a fitting ex- 
ample of such a rotten policy the Can 
nonite leaders called attention to the 
situation in the auto union in 1948. 
In this situation,said the Cannonites, 
it was the now defunct Lovestoneites 
who pursued precisely this opportunist 
volicy in sup»orting tne crooked, red- 
vaitins Homer Martin crew as a "lesser 
evil" to the Stalinists. This policy 
only misled the auto worxers and lent 
added power to the Stalinist criminals. 
In TS BULLETIN of May 1944 ("Bhe Pot 
Calls the Kettle Black"), we exposed 
this bit of history and showed that 
the so very "principled" Cannonites 
omitted the key fact that together 
with Lovestone, Canion was urging sup- 
port to somer Martin, to be given 
“openly, frankly and agyressively." 
Cannon used the same "lesser evil" 
grounds that Shacrtman does today in 
supporting Dubinsky. (See J. F. Can- 
ane Socialist Appeal, May 14, 1948, p 
4 


The malodorous adventures in the 
auto union of tre then united Cannon~ 
Shachtman leadership of the 5S,'7.P, 
were not confined to the month of May 
when open and aggressive suovort to 
Martin was ursed. It seems that the 
komer “fortin-Stalinist faction fight 
was not by any means settled in Nay 
1938 but continued with unabated fero- 
CECH The Stalinists, ever thirsty 
for the key positions of power, con 
tinued to conspire and connive against 
Martin and attempted to discredit his 
gang before the nembershio in every 
conceivaole way. In this war, the 
Stalinists were aided enormously by 
the fact that Martin himself was a 
hardencd bureaucrat, an accomplished 
sell-out artist,who in that particular 


HOMER MARTIN 


MORE ON THE CANWONITES 


period was framing up those militants 
who were waging "unauthorized strikes" 
agninst the provocations of the auto 
barons. 


In June 1938, Martin, “in a tyai-— 
cal bureaucratic fashion, arbitrarily 
sucnvended five leading pro-Stalinist 
officials, Frankensteen, Hall, -iorti- 
mer, Addes eni Welles. This typically 
bureaucratic action was so putrid that 
Cannon and Shachtman who urged the 
workers to support ‘Aartin “openly, 
frankly and aggressively," were con- 
strained gently to chastise Martir 
and lecture to him the necessity of 
going to the rank-and-file so as to as~ 
sure them that he had no intentions of 
violating unions democracy: 


"To overcome at least in sart the 
bad effects of this move, the Mar-— 
tin leadership must go to the mem- 
bershin at once, explain what poli- 
cies it wishes to corry throush, ex— 
plain the role of the Stalinists, 
and why disciplinary action was tak- 
en, and assure the menocershio that 
no canpaign of red-baitins or vio- 
lations of democracy is under way." 
(Socialist Apveal, June 18,1938, p. 
2) 


In other words, Viartin, tne con- 
scienceless bureaucrat, was asked by 
Cannon and Shachtman to ston being a 
bureaucrat and become mindful of the 
rank-and-file whom ne heated end feared. 


The friendly Cannonite "advice" 
given to Martin was, of course, ignor- 
ed. v‘ieanvhile, the faetional pot real- 
ly began to boil. Martin's bureaucrat- 
ic suspengion of the five pro-Stalin- 
ist officials give the Stalinists a 
perfect issue. Every time they nowled 
for “democracy® against the Martin 
macnine they »ointed to the bureeucrat- 
ic suspension of these five officers. 
On the basis of a program to reinstate 
these officials the Stalinists brought 
the. faction fight to a crisis in: late 
June 1938, Faced with a crisis, the 
Cannon-Shachtman leaders precipitately 
jumped on the Martin band-wazon and 
again urged the workers to swallow Mar- 
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tin's bureaucratism as a lesser evid 


to the Stalinists!: 


“There can be no neutrality in 


this battle. Non interventign means 


support to the Stalinists. They 
thrive on the position of the fence- 
sitters, We are not advocating 
support of everything the Martin ad- 


ministration has done in the past 
Or will do in the future. We have 
ourselves made the most unsparing 
Criticisms in the past when we dis 
agreed with the administration. But 
all of these bureaucratic missteps 
fade into insignificance compared 


to the danger presented by the Stal- 
inist campaign." (Socialist Appeal, 


June 25, 1938, p, 2-3. Emphasis in 
original, 


However, it was ovrecisely the 
acts or Martin bureaucratism that gave 
mower and strength to the Stalinist 
pack yapping at his heels. Expulsions 
and frame-ups by Martin were intensi- 
fied. Any worker who dared to criti- 
cize the rotten sell-out policies of 
the lartin gang was classified as a 
"Red" and promptly expelled. Intense 


dissatisf=ction seethed among the rank 
to 


and-file as a result and finally the 
Cannon-Shachtman writers had to take 
official notice of it. On August 20, 


1938 the Socialist Appeal wrote: 


"It is time to say a wow about 
the chair-warming reactionaries and 
opoortunists c: ved in Martin's own 
vackyard. It was their stupid, bone- 
head polieies which built up the ins 


ordinate strength behind the Stalin- 


ists. Now they imagine that they 
have a field day to clean tne mili~ 
tants— all militants — out of tho 
union. What is this vut the reverse 
side of the Stalinist medal which 
aims to clean out the militants via 
its traditional methods," 


Did this mean that Cannon was 
finally finished with Martin? Let us 
SCC. In late August the Stalinists 
threatened a rump convention to oust 
Martin and again a crisis was created 
for the ruling “Martin clique. What 
line did Cannon—Shachtman pursue? Did 
they expose both bureaucratic gangs 
and urge the workers to reject and 


cast out both gangs of crooks? By no 
means! Any course but supvort to the 
Martin gang would constitute treachery 
to the auto workers and their union, 


‘declared the S.W.P. leaders: 


"Differences with Homer Martin or 
other members of the Board — hov- 
ever serious or justified — are 
not at issue now. Progressives 
mist realize that every ounce of 
support must be thrown in the 
scales of the Martin forces against 
the Lewis-Stalinist complot. Any 
other course is treachery to the 
auto workers and their union." (So- 
anys Appeal, September 3, 1938, 
Dec 


The conclusion of this criels was 
the beginning of the end for Martin. 
John L. Lewis, then working with the 
Stalinists, stepped into the picture 
and arranged a compromise which secur- 
ed a firm foothold for the Stalinists. 
Martin never succeeded in dislodging 
them and not long afterward faded out 
of the picture entirely. Meanwhile 
the Trotskyite leaders in October 1938 
were confronted by unity between the 
Martin forces and the Stalinists. To 
call for support to Martin now 
Yacoinst" the Stalinists was patently 
absurd since the temporary conclusion 
of the faction fight had simply unifi- 
ed all the reactionary forces in one 
solid lump. Left now without a "lead 
er," Cannon-Shachtman hastily unkitch- 
ed their wagon from Martin and having 
taséed sour grapes, sagely observed 
that Martin's policies could never 
have defeated the Stalinists anyhow: 


"The temporary conclusion of the 
present factional fight has demon- 
strated with unmistakeable clear~ 
ness that the Martin sup»orters on 
the International Executive Board 
were incapable of leading a fight 
against the Stalinist menace, of 
providing leadership for progreé-~ 
sive, militant unionism, of build- 
ing the union and conducting an ef~ 
fective cammuign agaiust the auto~ 
mobile manufacturers." (Socialist 
Appeal, October 8, 1938, pe 2 


Notwithstanding all the facts 
presented black on white in the So- 


—OiWn 


cialist Appeal file of 1938, the Can- 
nozites today, with a cynicism that is 
traly metchless, lecture their erst— 
weile Shacl}tman comrades on the evils 
of suoverting reactionary swindlers 
Sevitict the otalini'st Detrayerg, and 
point to the auto union in 1908 as an 
ijicstration where this line was pur- 
suci by — the Lovestoneites} Can 
anvthing show more concretely and 
Clearly what brazen liars and scoun- 
drels constitute the leadership of the 
Socialist Workers Party? 


* * me 


word about Shacnhtman's role in 
ei this whole situation. In an- 
swering the Cannonites, Shachtman with 
biting sarcasm accuses them of being 
shameless and perfidious. (The New In- 
ternational, April 1944) To prove his 
point he quotes Cannon's statement in 
the socisziist Appeal of Way 14,° 1938 
where sgupovort to Martin is urged on 
the grounds of "lesser evil" to Stal- 
inist leadership. However, the main 
burden oi Shachtman's answer is to de- 


fend his own present policy of supvort- 


lug the rotten Dudinsky ‘clique asa 
"lesser evil" to the Stalinists. 
Tacrefore, in the course of his criti- 
cism, Shachtman explicitly defends the 
supvort given to Martin in 1938 as 
pexsfectly correct. At least the Can~ 
nonites recognize a pitfall when they 
sec one and diplonatically keep mum 
about heir treacherous support to 
Martin in 1938. But Shachtman is not 
ashamed to admit his supvort to Martin, 
and pictures that treacherous action 
as in the interests of the workers. 
Thus, the characterization shaneless 
and perfidious applies to Shachtman no 
less than to Cannon. 


While Shachtman and Cannon seem 
to be engaging in a bitter political 


war, sparing no invectives in accusing 
each other of betraying the workers, 
in actuality they both pursue the same 
fundamental policy of sun .orting and 
maintaining opportunism in the labor 
movement. Here and there in certain 
local situations, Cannon and Shachtman 
differ as to, what kind,of labor faker 
to supvort. Today Shachtman sup orts 
the Dubinsky gang while the Cannonites 
opoose it. However, in October 1939 
both Cannon and Shachtman supported 
Dubinsky in the A.L.P. That opoortun— 
ist move was exposed by us in the ar- 
ticle,"The Trotskyites and the A.L.P." 
(THR BULLETIN, May 1941) No worker 
should be misled by these superficial 
difierences. 


Today, both Cannon and Shachtman 
are calling for a labor party based on 
the present reactionary-led unions. 
It is axiomatic, confirmed by all his+ 
tory of workingclass politics.under 
capitalism without exception, that 
every party, other than a true Marxist 
party, be it called “"Labor™ parcvy on 
any other name, can function only to 
uphold capitalist slavery. ‘ms; both 
Cannon and Shachtman, despite their 
specific day to day tactical differen- 
ces on what opoortunist to supvort 
generally pursue the same line of suo- 
porting reaction in the lebor movement 
by their espousal of a labor party eid 
specifically in their day to day op- 
portunist “mass work." He th. Less iar 
factions therefore stand as an ob- 
stacle to, the revolutionary workers 
who must move in the direction of con- 
battin; and defeatins all opnortunism 
in the ranks of the working class so 
as to lay the foundation for a true 
Marxist party to lead their class to 
overthrow the bourgeoisie. 


A. Burke 
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AN ALIBI | 
AND WHAT IT CONCEALS 
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He first 
of the Troika's (Stalin-Zinoviev-— 
Kamenev) conspiracy to usurp power in 
the Soviet Union was published in 1925 
by an American "Left" journalist, Max 
Kestman,under the title, "Since Lenin 
Died." Eastman presented a picture of 
the behind-the-scenes bureaucratic 
machinutions of the wielders of power 
in Russia, There was one basic point, 
however, which Eastman did not present, 
namely, tne freal role of Trotsky in 
the conspiracy of the usurpers. East- 
man either did not know it, or he de- 
liberately concealed it. In any case 
he published his book in an effort to 
aid Trotsky against the Stalin clique 
which was maneuvering to oust Trotsky 
from power. The unexpected happened 
with a vengeance when Trotsky himself 
led the outpouring of abuse on Eastman 
for his book, "Since Lenin Died." 


During the faction fight of 1940 
between Cannon and Shachtman, Trotsky 
had occasion to reply to the accusa= 
tion that he had deceitfully denied 
the authenticity of one of Lenin's 
last anti-Stalin documents which Fest- 
man in 1925 ublished and quoted in 
his book, In ~ the course of excusing 
his action, Trotsky harked bacx to 
that period of 1925 and the situation 
which he claimed gave rise to his dis- 
avowal of Eastman's revelations. 


"Eastman published the document 
on his own initiative in a moment 
when our faction decided to inter- 
rupt all public activity in ordor 
to avoid a premature split. Ddn't 
forget it was before the famous Ang- 
lo-Russian Trade Union Committee 
end before the Chinese Revolution, 
even before the appearance of the 
Zinoviev opposition. We were oblig— 


ed to maneuver in order to win 
tine. On the contrary, the Troike 
wished to utilize Eastman's publi-~ 


cation in order to provoke a kind 
of oppositional abortion. They 
presented an ultimatum: Either If 
mast sign the declaration written 
by the Troika in my name or they 
will imnediately open the fight on 


systematic account ¢. 


the matter. The opposition center 
decided unanimously that this is- 
sue at this moment is absolutely un- 
favorable, that I must accept the 
ultimatum and sign my name under a 
declaration written by the Polit-— 


buro." (L. Trotsky, "In Defense of 
Marxism," p. 160. Emphasis in ori- 
ginal) 


If a worker's knowledge of this 
affair is limited to this apologetic 
decleration, then Trotsky's excuse may 
seem Quite plausible and may even be 
considered acceptable on the whole. An 
examination of what was actually occur- 
ring among the leading circles of the 
bureaucratized Russian Communist Party 
however, will place the entire affair 
in a totally different light. 


Trotsky sjeaks in the above-—quot- 
ed passage of "the declaration written 
by the Troika" which he alleges he was 
forced to sign. This makes it appear 
that there was one such declaration by 
Trotsky denouncing Eastman. The fact 
is that there were two statements pub- 
lished under Trotsky's signature; one 
followed the other by a very brief pe- 
riod of time (Inprecorr, 1925). A 
very peculiar circumstance attaches to 
this fact. The first -etatcment was 
published and an objection was riised 
to it by the bureaucrats of the French 
section of the Stalintern on _ the 
grounds that it was not emphatic 
enough against Eastman, If the first 
statement was written by the Troika, 
then this means that Stalin's ow 
flunkeys in Frence were objecting to a 
document emanating directly from the 
Stalin sanctum itself. From all that 
has ever been noted of the workings of 
the Stalinist bureaucracy, Stalin's 
flunkeys were not in the habit of 
shooting their meuth off at Stalin and 
telling him how to run his affeirs. 
The question is, therefore, was this 
first document really written by the 
Stalin clique — or was it written by 
Trotsky himself? In any case Trotsky 
issued a second statement, essentially 
of the same contents as the first, but 
stronger in tone. According to the 


OAs 


documentary evidence, then, the noto- 
rious Trotsky statement on Hastman — 
the second one, the more abusive one, 
which is traditionally referred to — 
appeared at the demand of the bureau- 
crats of the French section of the 
Stalintern. Trotsky never went into 
details of this tangled affair. 


We shall now examine Trotsky's 
apology point by point. 


oh 


"Eastman published the document 
on his own initiative in a moment 
when our faction decided to inter- 
ropt oll puplic-activity. 4 


The implied meaning of this re- 
mark is tnat prior to the appearance 
of Eastm@n's exposure Trotsky had been 
carrying on a struggle against the 
Stalin clique and then suddenly decid~ 
ed to cease fighting publicly presum- 
ably for the purpose of consolidating 
the anti-Stalin forces for further 
struggle. The question that must be 
raised is: What anti-Stalin public ac- 
tivity had Trotsky carried on which he 
decided to interrupt? 


It is a fact substantiated by the 
testimony of historical records that 
Trotsky necithcr before nor after the 
Eastman exposure presented to the mem- 
bership of the Russian Communist Party 


@ single statement revealing that Stal- 


in, Zinoviev and Memenev had organized 
a factional Trio to usurp power and 
were pursuing  counter-revolutionary 
policies in the Soviet Union and the 
Comintern, Let us present ovidence 
from Trotsky's own pen showing the 
kind of "public activity" he pursued. 
A sample of such testimony is his let- 
ter of resignation from the post of 
War Commissar, dated January 15, 1925. 
This letter was published in Pravda 
before tne whole Russian working class, 
Trotsky therein declered that during 
the hullabaloo just raised by the Stak 
in clique against "Trotslkyism" — a 
sheerly factional invention to dis- 
credit Trotsky and weaken his power — 
he hed remained silent and, he main-~ 
tained, rightly so: 


"And at the present tine, esti- 
mating the whole course of the dis- 


cussion and notwithstanding the 
fact that there have been advanced 
against me a multitude of false and 
actually monstrous accusations, I 
think that my silence has been right 
from the standpoint of the general 
interests of the party." (Pravda, 
January 20, 1925) 


In this letter Trotsky looked back 
over the immediately preceding period 

which was the aftermath of the Thir- 

teenth Party @ongress (May 1924) and 

presented his line to the masses, 

It must be recalled that the monster 

of Stalinist bureaucratism had already 

profoundly penetrated into all phases 

of life in the Soviet Union anc ina 

Stalin's Comintern. The burezucratic 

fakery of “socialism in one country " 

had already beon introduced by Stalin 

and Company (Autumn of 1924). The ap- 

paratus of Stalinism was already enor- 

mous in the Party, the Government and 

the Soviets. But such was Trotsky's 

role, according to his own admission, 

that Stalin and alli his’ allies end 

flunkeys in the high bodies of the Par- 
ty and Government knew perfectly well 

thet Trotsky had adv:nced no policy 

whatever differing from that of the 

Stalinist center of bureaucratic power, 
To the uninformed reader who has in mind 

the usual picture of Trotsky as a veri- 
table lion against the Strlinist Cen- 

tral Committee, Trotsky's description 

of his role will come as a distinct 

shock. Here are his own words: 


"After the Thirteenth Congress 
there arose, or became more clenrly 
defined, certain new ovroblems of 
industrial, or Soviet, or interna~ 
tional character. The solution of 
them has been a matter of exception- 
al difficulty. The idea was com- 
pletely foreigm to me to oppose any 
‘platform' whatever to the work of 
the Central Comnittee of the party 
in the solution of these problems. 
To all those comrades who were pres 
ent at the meetings of the Polit— 
buro, the Central Comnittoc, the 
Soviet of Labour and Defence, or 
the Revolutionary Military Sovict, 
this assertion needs no proof." 
(Ibid. Our emphasis) 


At the very outset it becomes 
clear that Trotsky's alibi is distinct- 


ly dublous,for one must ask skevtical- 
ly: What "public activity" against 
the Stalin clique had he been conduct» 
ing that he should offer the interrup~ 
tion of this alleged "public activity" 
asa justification for his slanderous 
attack on Eastman, 


Let us look further into the real 


story of Trotsky in the rise of Stalin- 


ism 


to examine still earlier samples 
of 


his "public activity." 


Stalin's public activity had long 
been a stench in the nostrils of many 


politically advanced workers. At the 
veginning of 1923 Lenin had proposed 
Gefinitely to oust Stalin from the 


post of General Secretary and had out- 


lined a fight to the finish against 
Stalin's bureaucratic assault on the 
various national minorities in the 


Soviet Union, In the Spring of 1923 
the Stalinist Central Committee sent a 
member of the Politouro to address the 
7th <Alli—-Ukrainian Party Conference 
upon the issues to be dealt with at 
the forthcoming Twelfth Congress of 
the Russian Communist Party. This memn- 
ver was Trotsky. As he himself snowed 
efter his exile from the Soviet Union, 
he had been thoroughly familiar with 
the counter-revolutionary nature of 
the Stalin Central Comnittee, and par- 
ticularly so in connection with Stal- 
in's reectionary organizational and 
national solicies. He knew that Lenin 
was prep2ring an attack on the Stalin 
Central Committee's policies personi-~ 
fied in its leader's treacherous role; 
indeed, Trotsky indicates that he had 
Ziven Lenin the impression of forming 
with hin a dloc to fight Stalin at the 
Twelfth Congress. Ime the lient of 
these b2ckground factors, it is highly 
significant to see what the records of 
history tell about Trotsky's report to 
the Ukrainian Conference on the eve of 
the Twelfth Congress: 


A 
"Ac 


a result of Comrade Trotsky's 
report,a resolution was adopted, in 
which the Conference greets the cor 
rect line of the Central Committee 
of the Russian Communist Party and 
with satisfaction records the firm 
and ccpuvle leadership." (Izvestia, 
April 11, 1923. Our emphasis) 


Trotsky had not told the Ukrainian 


Zo 


Bolshevik workers at the Conference a 
Single word about the treacherous bu- 
reaucratic policies of the Stalin Cen~ 
tral Committee, not a word about Len- 
in's proposed struggle against Stalin 
at the forthcoming Twelfth Congress. 
Trotsky had sold the workers a line of 
gupport to Stalin's Central Committee. 
Such was Trotsky's "public activity" 
in this earlier period. 


At the Twelfth Congress of the 
bureaucratized Russian Communist Party 
held in April 1923 Trotsky was to pres- 
ent the documents Lenin had given him 
against 6talin and fight for the lat- 
ter's removal, Lenin's documents were 
concerned with Stalin's disruptive pol- 
aAcies on the national question and 
were to serve as a keynote in 2 cam 
paign to disqualify Stalin completely 
before the whole Party and the whole 
working class. Lenin, due to severe 
illness, was unable to. attend. But 
Trotsky was present in ell his still 
enormous prestige and power before the 
MAaSS@Se At the Congress Trotsty Kept 
completely silent about the campaign 
Lenin had authorized him to lamch 
agoinst Stelin. News had circulated 
unofficially that Lenin had written a 
"bomb" agsinst Stalin, and when some 
of the delegates inquired why this 
material was kept from the Congross, a 
most significant revelation was enter- 
ed into the written record of the Con- 
gress. It reads as follows: 


"The presidium of the Congress of 
the Party adovted on this question 
a unanimous decision; not to pub- 
lish for the time being this docu- 
ment." (Stenographic report of the 
proceedings of the XII Congress, in 
Russian, p. 541. Our emphasis) 


The most outstanding member of the 
presidium which unanimously voted to 


keep Lenin's anti-Stalin document out 
of the Congress was — Leon Trotsky. 
The remark about not publisrinz Lmin's 
document “for the time being: was,of 
course, a subterfuge. It was lever 
published by the bureaucrats and 
though Trotsky had this momentous docu 
ment in his possession for many years 
in his exile, he,too, never published 
this document on the national question 
It was probably amongst that col- 
lection of Lenin's unpublished lettors 


which Trotsky sold to a bourgeois 
university with the strict stipulation 
not to publish them unti. 1980, 


The latter part of the year 1923 
Wass. marked. by -thevvrisevorf a severe 
crisis in German capitalism. A revo- 
lutionary wave swept over the German 
toilers whose most advanced sections, 
unfortunately, were in the grip of the 
German agonts of the Kremlin usurpers. 
The bureaucratic leadership foisted 
upon the German workers a treacherous 
line of support to the bourgeois—demo— 
cratic parliamentary government of im- 
cerinlist Germany. In Saxony and Thur- 
insi@ivnere the revolutionary crisis 
Voc Gbelts peak, the stalinist agents, 
Brandler, Tnalheimer and Boettcher, 
actunlly entered the bourgeois govern= 
mont, forming © coalition with the So- 
Cini Democrats’. What was Trotsly's 
"mnaublic activity" in this connection? 
In 2 syeech to the Metal Workers Con 
gress in “oscow Trotsky had the brazen 


ness tO compare the coalition of the 
Sttlinistis .nd Social Democrats “formed 
of tne bourgeois state to 


rian dictatorship establishe 
ed in Russia after the overthrow of 
the bourgeoisie! 


"At the 
Cpe ALS 
the Comnunists 
OCKraAtS | Li) tne 


present time the situa- 
CLOAT Tne coalition of 
with the Secieal Dem 
government of Saxony 
and Thuringia is comparable to the 
conbitioanr cof. PtaessCommnists . and 
Left Socinl Kevolutionaries in Rus= 
Siosi fy isvyestiae0cvobersel. 1o2d) 


This. was. vord for word the Stalinist 

ultra-rigzrtist "Comintern" line on Ger- 
many, a line which paved tne wey for 

the bourgzcois  hangmen to let loose a 

bloodbath of the workers. 


Trotsky's real public activity ~— 
support to Stalinist policies —- was 
never interrupted, In 1924, after Len~ 
in's death, St2lin packed the Russian 
Communist Party with hundreds of thous- 
ands of hand-picked stooges and backe 
Mord Glemeits wWponernieh wo rest. his 
bure®ucrnatic power. This maneuver the 


Stalin ganz .labelled the "“Leninist 
Levy |! In 1937, many years after tho 
event, vwhon the actual occurrences 


were completely 
Of Une “Worvers, 


dimmed in the momory 
Trotsky wrote: " By 


26 


freeing the bureaucracy from the con— 
trol of the proletarian vanguard, the 
'Leninist Levy! dealt a deathblow to 
the Party of Lenin." ('The Revolution 
Betrayed," p. 98) This is absolutely 
true, But. Trotsky in 1937 rorzot™ Lo 
mention one little detail about his 
'public activity" in 1924 with respect 
to that Stalinist recruiting. cee 
Thirteenth Congress in 1924, speaking 
after Stalin had described the "Lenin- 
ist Levy" in “clowing terns, Trovsicy 
echoed the treacherous bureaucrat!'s 
demagogy in these words: 


"Without a doubt the Leninist re- 
cruiting,as has been correctly stat— 
ed here, ( by Stalin’} has brought 
our porty.. closer to being an. clec-: 
tive party." (Pravda, Moy o7, slice. 
Cur emphasis) 


This is another sample of Trotsky's 
"mublic activity" which was dircctly 


fostering Stalinism. 


What was the meaning of Trotshy's 
line? He had stood amongst the top 
leadership of the bureancretized So-- 
viet power. The Stalin clique had 
launched a campaign .of burenucratic 
centralization of power and had sound- 
ed as its keynote 4 drive to oust Trot- 
sky, the most outstanding fissure next 
to Lenin, from the commanding posi- 
tions of the bureaucracy. The insidi-~ 
ous transformation whicn had come over 
Trotsixy since the past truly revolu- 
tionary years when he had fought the 
Czarists, the bourgeois-democrats, the 
White Guards and the Mensheviks and 
Social Revolutionary opportunists show- 
ed ltself inthe. faetthat Gaivoue 
question of the bureaucratic centrnli- 
zation of Soviet power, he acoptcda 
policy of conciliation with the Stalin 
clique. To promote peace in the cir- 
cle of bureaucratic lendership, Trot-— 
sky collaborated with Stalin-Zinoviev-— 
Kamenev in every aspect of their coun— 
ter-rovolutionary political line. The 
Slaaderous attack on Eastman, on out-— 
standing exanple of Trotsin's direct 
shiclding of Stalin from exposure, was 
characterized by Trotsky hinself in 
these revealing words: 


"In any casc, my then statement 
on Kastman can be understood only 
as an integral part of our then 


ey yee 


line toward conciliation and peace "The Anglo-Russian Committee of 
making." (The New International, Unity of Trade Unions is the hish- 
November 1934, p. 125) est expression of that shift in the 
situation jn all Europe, and esne- 
Peacemaking and. €onciliation on ‘the cially in England, which is occur- 
basis of a treacherous line in Statin’s ring before our eyes and which is 
intorests, Dhisweline (LOD asuppor t,o leading toward the European revo- 
vtalinism was the real source of Trot— lution." (Pravda, January 31,1926. 
sys 1925 statement on Eastman, Our emphasis) 
: We have already shown that in his This "highest expression" of the revo- 
letter of resignation of January 15, lutionary development of that period 
ive5 Trotsky was still talking of his of 1925-26 was soon to carry out the 
saving no policy whatever opcsosed to betrayal planned jointly by the Stalin- 
tae Stalinist Central Committee. Thig ist and trade union bureaucrats. The 
Drings our narrative up to the period above was uttered by Trotsky before 
of his notorious attack on Eastman. the sell-out of the General Strike was 
What was Trotsky's "public activity" consumnated. After the completion of 
subsequent to the publication of the betrayal, Trotsky made another 
"Since Lenin Died"? speech in which he pictured the Stalin- 
ized "Comintern" of 1925-26 as trans- 
(2) ferring to England the same principles 
; and methods employed by the Bolsheviks 
"Don't forget it was before tho in Russia in 1917. -These remarks. were 
famous <aAnglo-Russian Trade Union made in the course of an exceptionally 
Committee..." long-winded rignarole from which we 
cite: Only the relevant. expressions to 
Presumably Trotsly meant that the Com- show the line Trotsky had on the Stal- 
mittee so flagrantly betrayed the work- imist policy in the General Strike 
Ges EtHALY itsopened their cyes to the Situation: 
treacherous nature of Stalinism and 
facilitatec their rallying around the "Such was the voice of official 
"Opposition." If so, let us see whe- British socialism in 1917 in the 
ther at the time of the cxistenco of sharpest moment when the Bolshevik 
the Committee (the period of the Gen- party was struggling agoinst the im- 
eral Strike in Great Britain,Mey 1925) perialist war. And now, when the 
Trotsky had 2 line of exposing the Con- Comintern transfers the same prin- 
mittee and the opportunist Stalinist ciples and methods upon the soil of 
line with respect to it. The Anglo- Englond.... when all these circum - 
Russian Comnittee was a Stalinist cree stances transfer the methgds of Bol-~ 
ation; at its head stood Tomsky, Stal~ shevism upon the English soil...." 
ints, Loyal clly.. <The collaboration_of (Pravda, June 2, 1926. Our emvha- 
the Stelinist buresucrats with the sis 
reactioniry British trade union lead- 
ers had as one of its purposes the be~ Not only was there not one single syl- 
trayal of tacprodigious strike senti-~ lable of exvosure from Trotsky during 
ment that was then brevine in England. the infamous double-dealing of the 
Prouswy, ws well as his various <co- Stalintern in connection with the Ang- 
horts, the Cannons and Shachtmans, in lo~Russian Committee, but Trotsky's 
leter years tried to give the impres- "oublic activity" in this sphere con- 
sion that from its very inception Trot- sisted of direct aid to Stalin, 
sky had fought the Anglo-Russian Com 
mittee and the whole Stelinist line (3) 
SUI ONL OY Ate But documentary re~- 
Conds . Of, tiewt period turn.up.a speech "Don't forget it was before...the 
Gu Trotsicy tO.<.-the Congress of Toxtile Chinese Revolution, even before the 
Voclerg. im. January.» 1926 in which he appearance of the Zinoviev opposi-~- 
praised the Committee in enthusiastic tion.” 


language’ 


Apparently with this remark,also, were in a very embarrassing predica~ 
Trotsky tried to give the impression ment at that point of the factional 
that his line on the Chinese Revolu- game. For some time previous, they 


had taken the lead in the scheme to 
destroy Trotsky's power in the burean— 
cracy. Asa "polemical" cover — to 


tion and the Zinoviev opposition, with 
which he formed a bloc, were mile- 
stenes in a real fight against Stalin- 


ism which Eastman with his 1925 book 
anticipated with indiscreet haste . 
Therefore it is necessary to show ex~ 
actly what kind of "public activity" 
Trotsky engaged in during the bloc 

with Zinoviev and the Chinese Revolu- 
tion. 


These two events fall into the 
same period, tne years 1925-27. The 
specific line which Trotsky had during 
the Chinese Revolution arose thraugh a 
remarlable series of circumstances out 
of the bloc which he formed with Zin- 
oviev and Kamenev. These two burcau- 
crats with Stalin had been partners in 
the scheme to centralize power in 
their hands. They had initiated the 
mineuver to oust Trotsky from power so 
as to seize the lion's share them 
selves. In 1925 Zinoviev and Kamenev 
realized thnit they had miscalculatcd, 
for it turned out that Stalin through 
his post of General Secretary had ac- 


cumulated the Dulk of bureaucratic pow- 


er in his orm clutches. Zinoviev and 
Kamenev wero in danger of being left 

completcly out in the cold. These two 

wily connivers: cast obout for clique 

allies toi resist Stalin’s pressure 

ageinst thom, Trotslky's opportunist 

policy of conciliation with the Stal~ 

inist —burecucretic center was first 

hand knovledge to Ginovicvy and Kamcnev. 
Further, Trots'y was in the sane dilem 
ma as dZinovicv and Kemenev for like 

them he had attempted to adapt himsclf 

to the bureaucratic process but had 
been caught short by the unforescen 
procement “or. the roal izey-“Lo “poveran 
the hands of Stalin. Zinoviev, Kamen- 
ev Ond Trotsky were 211 ousted burcau. 
crats, double-crogsed by the central 

figure, Strlin. With this natural nerg- 
ing of their several paths, Zinoviov, 

Kamencvy and Trotsky formcd a self-pro- 

tective bloc in 1926, -rallying many 
anti-gtalin workers to serve as a bar~ 
gaining card with the onrushing Stalin 
Sspearheed of bureaucratic centraliza- 

tion of power. 


Zinoviev and Kamenev, however, 


make the swindle look like a fight for 
principles — they together with Stal~- 
in had dug up Lenin and Trotsky's old, 
longudead differences on the theore- 
tical question of Permanent Revolution. 
On this profoundly important question, 
Lenin had proved wrong and Trotsky 
right, and in 1917 they had liquidated 
their differences. Trotsky **in* later 
years related Lenin's admission that 
the former had been correct on the 
question of the Permanent Revolution. 
The admission had been made to Joffe, 
a very close friend of Trotsky: 


"Joffe told mc of his conversa- 
tion with Lenin ~— it took place in 
1919, if I am not mistaken — on 
the subject of permanent revolution. 
Lenin said to him: '¥Yes7 -TPOtsky 
proved to be right.'" (L. Trotsky, 
My hife jp. *535) 


Hence, when Trotsky formed the 
bloc with Zinoviev and Kemenev, he had 
to render them a certain "diplomatic" 
service. along -=lines*which Feveal the 
opportunist onaracter of these people. 
Zinoviev and Kamenev,by their foection- 
al noise against Trotsry fron 1923 to 
1925 had turned their followers against 


him, and verticularly on the question 
of the Permanent Revolution. The de- 


ceived followers of Zinoviev and Kam 
enev had talen the anti-Trotsky dema- 
g&0gy seriously, and when e dloc with 
Trotsly was broached, the rank-and- 
file followers of Zinoviev ond Kanenev 
were in an uproar of indignation, Many 
years later Trotsky g@ve a vivid des— 
cription of the predicament of his new 
clique allies: 


"Zinoviev's position at thet time 
was truly tragic. Only yesterday 
& recognized loader of anti-Trotsity— 
ism, he on the next day bored to 
the banner of the 1923 Opposition. 
at the sessions “of the Gao. sail 
the speakers tool every occasion to 


fling in his face his own deciira~ 
tions of yesterday to which he 
could say nothing in revly. The 


same thing was done day in and dy 
out by Pravda, On the other hand, 
the advanced Petrogra? workers,fole 
lowers oi Zinoviev, who had engaged 
honestly and seriously in the strug- 
gle against 'Trotskyism' could by 
no ‘iweans reconcile themselves to 
the sudden turn of 180 degrees. 
Zinoviev was confronted with the 
danger of losing the best elements 
of his own faction." (Archives of 
the Revolution," The New Interna~ 
tional, February 1938, p. 57 


Zinoviev and Kamenev were thus 


caught ina trap of their ow making, 
Their contradiction was that of hone 
@reds and thousands of the careerists 


who entered the service of Stalin only 
to be double-crossed and wipod out at 
the &ppropriate moment in the central- 
ization process. This eminent pair of 
plotters tried to wheedle their way 
out of the mess. They got together 
With Trotsky ina scheme to set mat- 
ters aright. A little mancuver had to 
be resorted to — little for hardened 
factional horse-traders, but of vast 
importance for the destiny of the worke 
ers, Zinoviev and Kamenev "merely" 
proposed that Trotsky publicly repudi- 
ate his theory of the Permanent Revo-~ 
lution. Trotsky agreed to conclude an 
@lliance with thege crooks. The ra- 
pudiation concretely took tho form of 
Trotsky's declaring thant Lenin — whe 
had actually been wrong — hed@ been 
right! Trotsky made tnis lying state- 
ment publicly to the whole "Comintern," 
This repudiation of the Permanent Re~ 


volution was incorporated by Trotsky~ 
Zinoviev—Knmencv in their Platform af 


the Opposition of 1927, the "tieoree 
tical" gover for their factional horse- 
deal, and reads as follows: 


STrotaky has stated to the Inter- 
national that in all those gques- 


tions of principle upon which he 
disputed with Lenin, Lenin Was 


right -—- agd particularly upon the 


G@ugation of the pe t rgvolu- 
tion and tho peasantry." (Platform 


of the Qpposition, printed in Eng- 
lish under tho title, "The Roal Sit+ 
vation in Russia," p. 180. Our 
emphasis) 


Was this maneuver anything more than q 
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crooked factional deal,an unqualified 
ly unprincipled act? Listen to ‘rot- 
sky's own description of the real 
spurce of his repudiation of the Per- 
manent Revolution: 


"With my acknowledgement of Len- 
in's correctness, Zinoviev sought, 
if only partially, to throv a veil 
over the previous criminal 'ideolo- 
gical' work of his own faction 


against me." (Tre New International, 
February 1938, y. 57) 


A deal to satasfy the needs of a crim- 
inal, degenerated bureancrat — here 
we have another sample of Trotsky's 
“public activity" this time after 
his base attack upon Eastman, 


a 


far as Trotsky's Line m 
the Chinese Revolution was concerned, 
it was based on a repudiation of the 
Permanent Revolution, It grew, as we 
have said, out of his renegade bdloc 
with Zinoviev and Kamenev — and out 
of the whole logic of his policy of 
peatomaking and conciliation with Stal- 
in tn the division of the bureaucratic 
power in the Soviet Union. At a later 
time when Zinoviev and Kamenev in*turn 
double-crossed Trotsky, tho latter 
placed the guilt for the wholo oppor- 
tunist mess on Zinoviev. Referring to 
the Platform pf the Oppositior signed 
by Trotsky-Zinoviev-Kamencv, Trotsky 
wrotc: 


In so 


"In the Platform, the question of 
the Chinese revolution is denlt 
with veny insufficiently, incom 
pletely, and in part positively 
falsely by Zinoviev." ("The Third 
Intermtional After Lenin, L. Trot~ 
sky, pe. 128) 


Obviously, in "diplomatically" trying 
to place the onus for the opportunist 
line on the Chinese Revolution upon 
the ghoulders of Zinoviov, Trotsky 
tried to conceal his own responsibili- 
ty for this piece of deliberate crim 
inality whose essence was the selling 
of thg principle of the Permanent Revo- 
lution down the river for the sale of 
a sotf-protective clique alliance with 
a peir of utterly corrupted swindlers 
and renegades. Such was tho kind of 
"diplomat" Trotsky had become in the 


epoch of Stalinism — a far cry from 
Trotsky the Bolshevik diplomat of 1918 


Naturally, such a line of "public 
activity" on the part of Trotsky, Zin- 
oviev and Kamenev could never succeed 
ins the cffort to hang on somehow to 
theis high positions in the bureaucracy. 


Stalin, faced. by a gham opposition, 
ranid:y advanced to supremo powor. 
Fuidamentally., he was -oided in his 


rise to biretucratic supremacy by the 
Nopposition." The latter gave politi- 
cal supvort to Stalin's line, conceal. 
ed the real essence of the usurpation 
of power that was occurring in the top 
leadership ond opened the path for the 
complete crushins of the Soviet toil- 
ers under the bloody heel of Stalinism, 
and the delivery of the masses through- 
out the world, through the Stalinist 
countcr-revolution, to the assaults of 


the bourgcolisie. 
* % * 
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The Political Naturs of the Trotsky-Zinoviev Bloc 
Trotsky and Radek's Line dn China 


The Political Morals of the Trotskyite Leaders 


Trotsky an his alibi tried togcon— 


vey the impression. that he attacksd 
Enstman because the latter foolichiy 
famped « the gun, so) totspeals, pimiemhy we 
did not wait for the full develomen» 
of the Trotskyist (alleged) fig)t 
against Stalinism. The essence of tn: 
fakery (of -)tnis nlivh 1¢ thot) Trotei 
did not fight Stalinism, that sic ec 
onakxing ond iconceblioationmerth 


WaS PEESs 
the burewacratic degeneration through 
supportinz its reactionary policies. 


It was Staiinowho did the fighting — 
to wipe out the other big figures and 
centralize all power in his own hands. 
He was entirely successful because the 
"opposition": was a fraud, a political 
branch of the Stalinist system itsclf, 


a prop to the basic buref’ucratic de~ 
generation masking itself under "op- 
position" .«co lore, Out.of this loyal 
"opposition" linc grew  Trotsky's 


treacherous 1925 attack on EBastman. 


How Trotsky "exposed" Stalin's Krestintern 
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